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34 70.83%
14 29.17%

Totals 48 100%
No

Turning Graphical Results by Question

Session Name: New Session 9‐17‐2008 9‐28 PM
Created: 9/18/2008 8:15 AM

1.)  Are you a parent or guardian of a student currently 
enrolled in the Public Schools of Brookline?

Responses

Yes

70.8%

29.2%

Yes No

10 21.28%
37 78.72%

Totals 47 100%

2.)  Are you a staff member or employee  of the Public 
Schools of Brookline?  Responses

Yes
No

21.3%

78.7%

Yes No

MGT of America, Inc
Graphical Reports from Charrette Session 1



38 79.17%
10 20.83%

Totals 48 100%

Yes
No

4.)  What is your perception of the quality of education 
students receive in the Public Schools of Brookline?

3.)  Are you a resident of the Town of Brookline? Responses

79.2%

20.8%

Yes No

14 6% 4 2% 2.1% 0%

38 79.17%
7 14.58%
2 4.17%
1 2.08%
0 0%

Totals 48 100%

Neutral
Somewhat Negative
Negative

students receive in the Public Schools of Brookline?
Responses

Positive
Somewhat Positive

79.2%

14.6% 4.2% 2.1%

Positive Somewhat Positive
Neutral Somewhat Negative
Negative

MGT of America, Inc
Graphical Reports from Charrette Session 2



1 2.08%
13 27.08%
24 50%
8 16.67%
2 4.17%

Totals 48 100%

Good
Fair
Poor
No Opinion

Responses
6.)  Safety?

5.)  What is your perception of the physical condition 
of the Public Schools of Brookline?

Responses

Excellent
2.1% 27.1%

50%

16.7% 4.2%

Excellent Good Fair Poor No Opinion

22 47.83%
21 45.65%
2 4.35%
1 2.17%
0 0%

Totals 46 100%

Most Important
Important
Neutral
Somewhat Important
Least Important

47.8%

45.6%

4.4% 2.2%

Most Important Important
Neutral Somewhat Important
Least Important

MGT of America, Inc
Graphical Reports from Charrette Session 3



28 59.57%
18 38.30%
1 2.13%
0 0%
0 0%

Totals 47 100%

3 6 38%

8.)  Access and traffic patterns?
Responses

M t I t t

Responses

Most Important
Important
Neutral
Somewhat Important
Least Important

7.)  Appropriate learning and physical spaces?

59.6%

38.3%
2.1%

Most Important Important
Neutral Somewhat Important
Least Important

3 6.38%
21 44.68%
15 31.91%
5 10.64%
3 6.38%

Totals 47 100%
Least Important

Most Important
Important
Neutral
Somewhat Important

6.4%

44.7%
31.9%

10.6% 6.4%

Most Important Important

Neutral Somewhat Important

Least Important

MGT of America, Inc
Graphical Reports from Charrette Session 4



0 0%
14 30.43%
13 28.26%
13 28.26%
6 13.04%

Totals 46 100%

3 6 38%

9.)  Exterior appearance (curb appeal)?

10.)  Food service facilities?

Somewhat Important
Least Important

Responses

M t I t t

Responses

Most Important
Important
Neutral 30.4%

28.3%

28.3%

13%

Most Important Important
Neutral Somewhat Important
Least Important

3 6.38%
22 46.81%
11 23.40%
10 21.28%
1 2.13%

Totals 47 100%

Neutral
Somewhat Important
Least Important

Most Important
Important

6.4% 46.8%

23.4%

21.3% 2.1%

Most Important Important
Neutral Somewhat Important
Least Important

MGT of America, Inc
Graphical Reports from Charrette Session 5



18 38.30%
25 53.19%
3 6.38%
1 2.13%
0 0%

Totals 47 100%

29 64 44%

11.)  Heating, ventilation, and air conditioning 
systems?

M t I t t

Important
Neutral
Somewhat Important
Least Important

Responses12.)  Health/environmental issues?

Responses

Most Important
38.3%

53.2%

6.4% 2.1%

Most Important Important
Neutral Somewhat Important
Least Important

29 64.44%
15 33.33%
0 0%
1 2.22%
0 0%

Totals 45 100%

Most Important
Important
Neutral
Somewhat Important
Least Important

64.4%

33.3% 2.2%

Most Important Important
Neutral Somewhat Important
Least Important

MGT of America, Inc
Graphical Reports from Charrette Session 6



13 26.53%
30 61.22%
6 12.24%
0 0%
0 0%

Totals 49 100%

18 37 50%

Responses

M t I t t

14.)  Interior conditions?

Responses

Most Important
Important
Neutral
Somewhat Important
Least Important

13.)  Technology?

26.5%

61.2%

12.2%

Most Important Important
Neutral Somewhat Important
Least Important

18 37.50%
24 50%
5 10.42%
1 2.08%
0 0%

Totals 48 100%
Least Important

Most Important
Important
Neutral
Somewhat Important 37.5%

50%

10.4% 2.1%

Most Important Important
Neutral Somewhat Important
Least Important

MGT of America, Inc
Graphical Reports from Charrette Session 7



9 18.75%
28 58.33%
10 20.83%
1 2.08%
0 0%

Totals 48 100%

3 6.12%
14 28 57%

Somewhat Important
Least Important

Responses

Most Important
I t t

16.)  Historic preservation?

15.)  Playgrounds/ball fields/athletic facilities? Responses

Most Important
Important
Neutral 18.8%

58.3%

20.8% 2.1%

Most Important Important
Neutral Somewhat Important
Least Important

14 28.57%
11 22.45%
12 24.49%
9 18.37%

Totals 49 100%

Neutral
Somewhat Important
Least Important

Important

6.1%
28.6%

22.4%24.5%

18.4%

Most Important Important
Neutral Somewhat Important
Least Important

MGT of America, Inc
Graphical Reports from Charrette Session 8



10 19.23%
20 38.46%
10 19.23%
9 17.31%
3 5.77%

Totals 52 100%

Agree
Neutral
Disagree
Strongly Disagree

18.)  Buffer zones are presently used by the school 
district to balance school enrollment. Overall, would 

th t b ff ki ll?

17.)  Does the Public Schools of Brookline operate the 
right number of school buildings? Responses

Strongly Agree
19.2%

38.5%
19.2%

17.3% 5.8%

Strongly Agree Agree Neutral

Disagree Strongly Disagree

2 4.08%
12 24.49%
18 36.73%
7 14.29%

10 20.41%
Totals 49 100%

Strongly Agree
Agree
Neutral
Disagree
Strongly Disagree

you agree that buffer zones are working well?
Responses

4.1% 24.5%

36.7%

14.3%

20.4%

Strongly Agree Agree
Neutral Disagree
Strongly Disagree

MGT of America, Inc
Graphical Reports from Charrette Session 9



3 6.25%
7 14.58%
3 6.25%
9 18.75%

26 54.17%
Totals 48 100%

20.)  If the Town of Brookline proposed a tax increase 
that improved facilities, would THE COMMUNITY 
support it? Responses

Responses

Strongly Agree
Agree
Neutral
Disagree
Strongly Disagree

19.)  Some districts use “portable” classrooms to solve 
short‐term facility needs. Would you agree that this 
would be a positive solution in Brookline?

6.2% 14.6%

6.2%

18.8%

54.2%

Strongly Agree Agree Neutral

Disagree Strongly Disagree

4 8.16%
17 34.69%
12 24.49%
14 28.57%
2 4.08%

Totals 49 100%
Strongly Disagree

support it? Responses

Strongly Agree
Agree
Neutral
Disagree

8.2%

34.7%

24.5%

28.6% 4.1%

Strongly Agree Agree Neutral

Disagree Strongly Disagree

MGT of America, Inc
Graphical Reports from Charrette Session 10



28 56%
12 24%
5 10%
3 6%
2 4%

Totals 50 100%

Disagree
Strongly Disagree

21.)  If the Town of Brookline proposed a tax increase 
that improved facilities, would YOU support it?

Responses

Strongly Agree
Agree
Neutral

56%24%

10% 6% 4%

Strongly Agree Agree Neutral

Disagree Strongly Disagree

MGT of America, Inc
Graphical Reports from Charrette Session 11



#s Categories Fully Functional
Somewhat 
Functional

Non‐Functional Total 
Answers

Questions
Fully 

Functional
Somewhat 
Funcation

Non‐
Functional

1 Site 18 15 2 35 Utilities 7 2

2 Exterior Shell 24 16 1 41 Parking 2 6 1

3 Interior 44 30 5 79 Drop‐off* 3 4 1

4 Electrical 18 8 0 26 Playgrounds 6 3

l b f

Si
te

5 Plumbing 28 7 1 36 Roofing 4 4 1

6 Thermal Comfort 20 36 2 58 Exterior Walls 5 4

7 Emergency Systems 22 5 0 27 Exterior Doors 8 1

8 Safety & Security 17 17 2 36 Windows 3 6

9 Environmental 27 8 0 35 Fire Escape* 4 1

Floor Finishes 8 1

#s Categories Fully Functional
Somewhat 
Functional

Non‐Functional Wall Finishes 4 5

1 Site 51% 43% 6% 100% Ceilings 6 3

2 Exterior Shell 59% 39% 2% 100% Lockers 5 3 1

3 Interior 56% 38% 6% 100% Space Adequacy 1 4 3

Ex
te
ri
or
 S
he

ll
io
r

3 Interior 56% 38% 6% 100% Space Adequacy 1 4 3

4 Electrical 69% 31% 0% 100%
Casework 
(Cabinets)

3 5 1

5 Plumbing 78% 19% 3% 100%
Chalk/Marker 
Boards*

2 6

6 Thermal Comfort 34% 62% 3% 100% Toilet Partitions 8 1

7 Emergency Systems 81% 19% 0% 100% Interior Doors 7 2

8 Safety & Security 47% 47% 6% 100% Lighting* 6 2

9 Environmental 77% 23% 0%
100%

Electrical 
Distribution System

6 3

El t i l O tl t 6 3
In
te
r

El
ec
tr
ic
al

Electrical Outlets 6 3

Water Systems 6 3

Waste Systems 8 1

Water Heater 7 2

Fixtures 7 1 1

Boiler 6 3

Chiller* 2 2 1

Humidity 1 8

Ventilation 2 7

Control System 3 6

Pl
um

bi
ng

rm
al
 C
om

fo
rt

51%

59%

43%

39%

6%

2%

Site

Exterior Shell

Site Surveys
Fully Functional Somewhat Functional Non‐Functional

Heating Systems 3 6

Air Conditioning 
Systems

3 4 1

Fire Alarm Systems 7 2

Fire Spinkler 
Systems

8 1

Emergency Lighting 7 2

Entrance Layout 5 2 2

Interior Areas of 
Concern

2 7

Th
er

Em
er
ge
nc
y 
Sy
st
em

ec
ur
ity

56%

69%

78%

38%

31%

19%

2%

6%

0%

3%

Interior

Electrical

Plumbing

Concern
Exterior Areas of 
Concern

3 6

Fencing Areas of 
Concern

7 2

General 
Appearances

7 2

Cleanliness 6 3

Acoustics* 6 2

Lighting  Quality 8 1

Sa
fe
ty
 &
 S
e

En
vi
ro
nm

en
ta
l

34%

81%

47%

77%

62%

19%

47%

3%

0%

6%

Thermal Comfort

Emergency Systems

Safety & Security

77%
23%

0%
Environmental

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 1



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 7

Somewhat Functional 2

Utilities

Somewhat Functional 2

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

78%
22%

Utilities

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 2



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 2

Parking

Somewhat Functional 6

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 1

9

22%11%

Parking

67%

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 3



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 3

Student Drop-Off Areas

Somewhat Functional 4

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 1

8

37%
13%

Student Drop- Off Areas

50%

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 4



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 6

Playgrounds/playfields

Fully Functional 6

Somewhat Functional 3

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

67%
33%

Playgrounds/Playfields

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 

N F i l/O f S i  Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 5



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 4

Roofing

Somewhat Functional 4

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 1

9

45%

11%

Roofing

44%

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 

N F ti l/O t f S iNon-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 6



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 5

Exterior Walls

Somewhat Functional 4

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

56%44%

Exterior Walls

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 7



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 8

Exterior Doors

Somewhat Functional 1

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

89%

11%

Exterior Doors

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
l/ fNon-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 8



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 3

Windows

Somewhat Functional 6

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

33%

Windows

67%

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non-Functional/Out-of-ServiceNon Functional/Out of Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 9



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 4

Fire Escape

Somewhat Functional 1

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

5

20%

Fire Escape

80%

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
N F ti l/O t f S iNon-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 10



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 8

Floor Finishes

Somewhat Functional 1

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

11%

Floor Finishes

89%

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
l/ fNon-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 11



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 4

Wall Finishes

Somewhat Functional 5

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

44%56%

Wall Finishes

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
l/O f SNon-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 12



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 6

Ceilings

Somewhat Functional 3

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

67%

33%

Ceilings

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 13



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 5

Lockers

Somewhat Functional 3

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 1

9

56%33%

11%

Lockers

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 14



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 1

Space Adequacy

Somewhat Functional 4

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 3

8

12%

50%

38%

Space Adequacy

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
N F ti l/O t f S iNon-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 15



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 3

Casework (Cabinets)

Somewhat Functional 5

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 1

9

33%
11%

Casework (Cabinets)

56%

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
N F i l/O f S i  Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 16



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 2

Chalk/Marker Boards

Somewhat Functional 6

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

8

25%

Chalk/Marker Boards

75%

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 17



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 8

Toilet Partitions

Somewhat Functional 1

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

11%

Toilet Partitions

89%

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 18



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 7

Interior Doors

Somewhat Functional 2

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

22%

Interior Doors

78%

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 19



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 6

Lighting

Somewhat Functional 2

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

8

75%
25%

Lighting

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
N F i l/O f S iNon-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 2020



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 6

Electrical Distribution System

Somewhat Functional 3

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

67%

33%

Electrical Distribution System

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional Non-Functional/Out-of-Servicey /

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 2121



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 6

Electrical Outlets

Somewhat Functional 3

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

67%

33%

Electrical Outlets

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
N F i l/O f S iNon-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 2222



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 6

Water Systems

Somewhat Functional 3

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

67%
33%

Water Systems

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 2323



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 8

Waste Systems

Fully Functional 8

Somewhat Functional 1

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

89%

11%

Waste Systems

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non-Functional/Out-of-ServiceNon-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 2424



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 7

Water Heater

Fully Functional 7

Somewhat Functional 2

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

78%
22%

Water Heater

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non-Functional/Out-of-ServiceNon-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 2525



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 7

Fixtures

Fully Functional 7

Somewhat Functional 1

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 1

9

78%
11% 11%

Fixtures

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non-Functional/Out-of-ServiceNon Functional/Out of Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 26



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 6

Somewhat Functional 3

Boiler

Somewhat Functional 3

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

67%33%

Boiler

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 27



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 2

Somewhat Functional 2

Chiller

Somewhat Functional 2

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 1

5

40%
20%

Chiller

40%

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 28



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 1

Humidity

Fully Functional 1

Somewhat Functional 8

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

11%

Humidity

89%

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non-Functional/Out-of-ServiceNon-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 29



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 2

Ventilation

Somewhat Functional 7

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

22%

Ventilation

78%

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
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Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 3

Control Systems

Somewhat Functional 6

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

33%

Control Systems

67%

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non Functional/Out of ServiceNon-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
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Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 3

Heating Systems

Fully Functional 3

Somewhat Functional 6

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

33%

Heating Systems

67%

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non Functional/Out of ServiceNon-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 32



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 3

Air Condititoning System

Somewhat Functional 4

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 1

8

37%
13%

Air Conditioning System

50%

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 33



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 7

Fire Alarm Systems

Somewhat Functional 2

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

78%22%

Fire Alarm Systems

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
N F ti l/O t f S iNon-Functional/Out-of-Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 34



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 8

Fire Sprinkler Systems

Somewhat Functional 1

Non-Functional/Out-of-Service 0

9

11%

Fire Sprinkler Systems

89%

Fully Functional Somewhat Functional 
Non-Functional/Out-of-ServiceNon Functional/Out of Service

MGT of America, Inc.
Site Surveys 35



Scale Number of responses

Fully Functional 7

Emergency Lighting
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9
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Scale Number of responses
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Scale Number of responses
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Somewhat Functional 2
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Scale Number of responses
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9
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Example Assessment Models & Criteria 



Item Name

Possible 

Points PctRating

   Suitability - High School 100.000

      Site 6.853

         Traffic 1.000

GoodTraffic routing is characterized by safety and good separation. Bus, parent, service lanes are "off-street" and do not conflict with each other, or playground, or parking areas. There is adequate bus parking near 

entrances to the building.

%100

FairTraffic routing has some safety and separation problems. At least one of the bus, parent, or service delivery access lanes is missing or has circulation conflict. %67

PoorTraffic routing has numerous safety and separation problems. Most, but not all, of the bus, parent, or service delivery access lanes are missing or have circulation conflict due to separation problems. %33

UnsatAll traffic routing has safety and separation problems.  The bus, parent, or service delivery access lanes are missing and there are circulation conflicts due to separation problems. %0

         Pedestrian Traffic 0.980

GoodPedestrian traffic routing is characterized by safety and good separation. Routes funnel students to main entrances.  Routing adequately meets needs for pedestrian access to the school. %100

FairPedestrian traffic routing has some safety and separation problems. Routes generally funnel students to main entrances.  Routing typically meets the needs for pedestrian access to the school. %67

PoorPedestrian traffic routing has numerous safety and separation problems. Few routes  funnel students to main entrances.  Routing typically does not meet the needs for pedestrian access to the school. %33

UnsatPedestrian traffic routing has safety and separation problems. Routes do not funnel students to main entrances.  Routing does not meet the needs for pedestrian access to the school. %0

         Parking 2.108

GoodThere is adequate off-street parking for staff and visitors. Parking lots have reasonable access to main school entrances. %100

FairThere is adequate off-street parking for most staff and visitors. Parking lots have reasonable access to main school entrances. %67

PoorMost parking for staff and visitors is on-street.  Parking lots do not have reasonable access to main school entrances. %33

UnsatAll, or nearly all, parking for staff and visitors is on-street. Parking lots do not have reasonable access to main school entrances. %0

         Play Courts & Fields 2.765

GoodAll play courts/fields are large enough to allow organized and free play.  Play courts/fields are adjacent to the school, accessible, and well developed.  Equipment is age-appropriate. %100

FairMost play courts/fields  are large enough to allow organized and free play and are adjacent to the school. There may be minor accessibility problems and may have minor development problems. Some 

equipment is not age appropriate.

%67

PoorMost play courts/fields  are too small to allow organized and free play and are not adjacent to the school.  There are major accessibility problems and major development problems.  Most equipment is not age 

appropriate.

%33

UnsatPlay courts/fields are nonexistent or are severely undersized.  Organized and free play is not practical. %0

      Safety and Security 6.847

         Fencing 0.847

GoodThe school site is adequately fenced. Entrances and egresses are limited, where appropriate. %100

FairMost of the school site is adequately fenced, but there are minor problems.  Most entrances and egresses are limited, where appropriate. %67

PoorThe school site has major fencing inadequacies. Many entrances and egresses are not limited where needed for safety. %33

UnsatThe school site has no fencing. Entrances and egresses are unlimited. There are significant resultant safety problems. %0

         Signage & Way Finding 1.000

GoodThe site has adequate large signage or graphics to direct the public to major spaces (e.g. entrance, office, gym, auditorium, etc.) of the school building and grounds. All rooms are identified with signs. %100

FairThe site has some large signage or graphics to direct the public to major spaces (e.g. entrance, office, gym, auditorium, etc.) of the school building and grounds. Most rooms are identified with signs. %67

PoorThe site has few or no large signage or graphics to direct the public to major spaces (e.g. entrance, office, gym, auditorium, etc.) of the school building and grounds. Some rooms are identified with signs. %33

UnsatThe site has few or no large signage or graphics to direct the public to major spaces (e.g. entrance, office, gym, auditorium, etc.) of the school building and grounds. Most rooms are not identified with signs. %0

         Ease of Supervision 4.000

G/FAGREE: The facility is designed so that supervision is enhanced through proper sightlines, few or no "hiding areas", good visibility both inside and outside the building, and visual access to appropriate areas. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The facility is designed so that supervision is enhanced through proper sightlines, few or no" hiding areas", good visibility both inside and outside the building, and visual access to appropriate areas. %0

         Limited Entrances 0.500

G/FAGREE: School design or configuration has limited the number of entrances to the school. Public entrances are easily supervised. %100

P/UDISAGREE: School design or configuration has limited the number of entrances to the school. Public entrances are easily supervised. %0

         Interior Circulation 0.500

G/FAGREE: Hallways, and stairwells are large enough to accommodate student movement. Intersections and corridors are not congested and the commons area is large enough for the school and its programs. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Hallways, and stairwells are large enough to accommodate student movement. Intersections and corridors are not congested and the commons area is large enough for the school and its programs. %0

      School Climate 11.000

         Learning Style Variety 5.000

G/FAGREE: Facility is designed to allow for small group discussions and work projects, individual workstations and distance learning as well as traditional classrooms.  Spaces are flexible, allowing for different 

teaching, administrative and learning styles.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Facility is designed to allow for small group discussions and wk projects, individual wk stations and distance learning as well as traditional classrooms.  Spaces are flexible, allowing for different 

teaching, administrative and learning styles.

%0

         School Environment 5.000

G/FAGREE: The facility provides an inviting and stimulating environment. Spatial configurations, acoustics, lighting levels, natural light and the overall aesthetics support and promote learning. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The facility provides an inviting and stimulating environment. Spatial configurations, acoustics, lighting levels, natural light and the overall aesthetics support and promote learning. %0

         Landscaping 1.000

G/FAGREE: Facility landscaping (including grass, shrubs and trees) provides an inviting environment. %100
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         Limited Entrances 0.500

G/FAGREE: School design or configuration has limited the number of entrances to the school. Public entrances are easily supervised. %100

P/UDISAGREE: School design or configuration has limited the number of entrances to the school. Public entrances are easily supervised. %0

         Interior Circulation 0.500

G/FAGREE: Hallways, and stairwells are large enough to accommodate student movement. Intersections and corridors are not congested and the commons area is large enough for the school and its programs. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Hallways, and stairwells are large enough to accommodate student movement. Intersections and corridors are not congested and the commons area is large enough for the school and its programs. %0

      School Climate 11.000

         Learning Style Variety 5.000

G/FAGREE: Facility is designed to allow for small group discussions and work projects, individual workstations and distance learning as well as traditional classrooms.  Spaces are flexible, allowing for different 

teaching, administrative and learning styles.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Facility is designed to allow for small group discussions and wk projects, individual wk stations and distance learning as well as traditional classrooms.  Spaces are flexible, allowing for different 

teaching, administrative and learning styles.

%0

         School Environment 5.000

G/FAGREE: The facility provides an inviting and stimulating environment. Spatial configurations, acoustics, lighting levels, natural light and the overall aesthetics support and promote learning. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The facility provides an inviting and stimulating environment. Spatial configurations, acoustics, lighting levels, natural light and the overall aesthetics support and promote learning. %0

         Landscaping 1.000

G/FAGREE: Facility landscaping (including grass, shrubs and trees) provides an inviting environment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Facility landscaping (including grass, shrubs and trees) provides an inviting environment. %0

      General Classrooms 19.500

         Size 13.650

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the general classrooms are appropriate for the class size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the general classrooms are appropriate for the class size and instructional program. A few classrooms are undersized. %67

PoorSome of the general classrooms are appropriate for the class size and instructional program. Many classrooms are undersized, even for small classes. %33

UnsatFew or none of the general classrooms are appropriate for the class size and instructional program. Most classrooms are undersized, even for small classes. %0

         Adjacencies 2.925

GoodAll or nearly all of the general classrooms are near the media cntr, computer rms, and support spaces. They are acoustically isolated from noisy spaces &  acoustics are internally appropriate (e.g. gyms, 

kitchens, music).

%100

FairMost of the general classrooms are near the media cntr, computer rms, and support spaces. They are acoustically isolated from most noisy spaces & acoustics are internally appropriate (e.g. gyms, kitchens, 

music).

%67

PoorSome of the general classrooms are near the media cntr, computer rms, and support spaces. They are not acoustically isolated from noisy spaces &  have internal acoustic problems (eg. gyms, kitchens, 

music).

%33

UnsatFew or none of the general classrms are near the media cntr, computer rms, and support spaces. They are not acoustically isolated from noisy spaces & have internal acoustic problems (eg. gyms, kitchens, 

music).

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 2.925

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the general classrooms have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %100

FairMost of the general classrooms have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %67

PoorSome of the general classrooms have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %33

UnsatFew or none of the general classrooms have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %0

      Remedial - Special Needs 4.157

         Size 2.910

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc) are large enough for the typical group size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc) are large enough for the typical group size and instructional program. %50

P/UFew or none of the remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc.) are large enough for the typical group size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.624

G/FAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces are near the media center, computer rooms, and general classrooms. Therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc. are near programs they serve. They are 

acoustically isolated from noisy spaces.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces are near the media center, computer rooms, and general classrooms. Therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc. are near programs they serve. They are 

acoustically isolated from noisy spaces.

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.624

G/FAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc) have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and 

technology equipment.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc) have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and 

technology equipment.

%0

      Library 4.216

         Size 2.951

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are large enough for the school size and instructional programs. %100

FairMost of the library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are large enough for the school size and instructional programs. %50
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P/UFew or none of the remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc.) are large enough for the typical group size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.624

G/FAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces are near the media center, computer rooms, and general classrooms. Therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc. are near programs they serve. They are 

acoustically isolated from noisy spaces.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces are near the media center, computer rooms, and general classrooms. Therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc. are near programs they serve. They are 

acoustically isolated from noisy spaces.

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.624

G/FAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc) have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and 

technology equipment.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc) have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and 

technology equipment.

%0

      Library 4.216

         Size 2.951

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are large enough for the school size and instructional programs. %100

FairMost of the library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are large enough for the school size and instructional programs. %50

P/UFew or none of the library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are large enough for the school size and instructional programs. %0

         Adjacencies 0.632

G/FAGREE: Library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are near the academic programs they serve.  The spaces are acoustically isolated from the noisy spaces of the school (e.g. gyms, 

kitchens, music, shops, etc.).

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are near the academic programs they serve.  The spaces are acoustically isolated from the noisy spaces of the school (e.g. 

gyms, kitchens, music, shops, etc.).

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.632

G/FAGREE: The library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, counter-tops for production, equipment 

storage, and technology equipment.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: The library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, counter-tops for production, equipment 

storage, and technology equipment.

%0

      P.E. 12.000

         Size 8.400

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the physical education spaces (e.g. gym, storage, PE teacher office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the physical education spaces (e.g. gym, storage, PE teacher office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %50

P/UFew or none of the physical education spaces (e.g. gym, storage, PE teacher office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 1.800

G/FAGREE: Physical education spaces are near the other "noisy" programs (music, kitchen, etc.).  The spaces are acoustically isolated from the quiet academic spaces and provide convenient public & after-school 

access and separation from other spaces.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Physical education spaces are near the other "noisy" programs (music, kitchen, etc.).  The spaces are acoustically isolated from the quiet academic spaces and provide convenient public & 

after-school access and separation from other spaces.

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 1.800

G/FAGREE: The physical education spaces have adequate casework and cabinets and appropriate storage, water fountains and fixed equipment (backboards, etc.). %100

P/UDISAGREE: The physical education spaces have adequate casework and cabinets and appropriate storage, water fountains and fixed equipment (backboards, etc.). %0

      Music 2.969

         Size 2.078

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the music spaces (including office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the music spaces (including office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %50

P/UFew or none of the music spaces (including office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.445

G/FAGREE: Music spaces are near the other "noisy" programs (P.E., kitchen, etc.).  The  spaces are acoustically isolated from the quiet academic spaces of the school. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Music spaces are near the other "noisy" programs (P.E., kitchen, etc.).  The spaces are acoustically isolated from the quiet academic spaces of the school. %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.445

G/FAGREE: Music spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Music spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %0

      Art 3.325

         Size 2.328

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the art spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the art spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %50

P/UFew or none of the art spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.499

G/FAGREE: Art spaces are near the other academic programs.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %100
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P/UFew or none of the music spaces (including office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.445

G/FAGREE: Music spaces are near the other "noisy" programs (P.E., kitchen, etc.).  The  spaces are acoustically isolated from the quiet academic spaces of the school. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Music spaces are near the other "noisy" programs (P.E., kitchen, etc.).  The spaces are acoustically isolated from the quiet academic spaces of the school. %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.445

G/FAGREE: Music spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Music spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %0

      Art 3.325

         Size 2.328

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the art spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the art spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %50

P/UFew or none of the art spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.499

G/FAGREE: Art spaces are near the other academic programs.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %100

P/UDISAGREE: Art spaces are near the other academic programs.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.499

G/FAGREE: The art spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks & clay traps, whiteboards, drying racks, lighting, and technology equipment. The flooring is a VCT or tile. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The art spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks & clay traps, whiteboards, drying racks, lighting, and technology equipment. The flooring is a VCT or 

tile.

%0

      Performing Arts\Auditorium 1.603

         Size 1.122

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the performing arts/auditorium spaces (stage, green room, storage, dressing room, light sound booth, etc.) are large enough for the group size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the performing arts/auditorium spaces (stage, green room, storage, dressing room, light sound booth, etc.) are large enough for the group size and instructional program. %67

PoorSome of the performing arts/auditorium spaces (stage, green room, storage, dressing room, light sound booth, etc.) are large enough for the group size and instructional program. %33

UnsatFew or none of the performing arts/auditorium spaces (stage, green room, storage, dressing room, light sound booth, etc.) are large enough for the group size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.241

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the performing arts/auditorium spaces are near each other and other performing arts spaces (e.g. music, drama, etc.). They provide convenient public and after hours access plus separation 

from other spaces in the building.  

%100

FairMost of the performing arts/auditorium spaces are near each other and other performing arts spaces (e.g. music, drama, etc.). They provide convenient public and after hours access plus separation from other 

spaces in the building.

%67

PoorSome of the performing arts/auditorium spaces are near each other and other performing arts spaces (e.g. music, drama, etc.). They do not provide convenient public and after hours access plus separation 

from other spaces in the building.  

%33

UnsatFew or none of the performing arts/auditorium spaces are near each other and other performing arts spaces (e.g. music, drama, etc.). They do not provide convenient public and after hours access plus 

separation from other spaces in the building.  

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.241

GoodAll or nearly all of the performing arts/auditorium spaces have adequate casework and appropriate storage, water fountains, fixed equipment and technology equipment. %100

Fair50-75% of the performing arts/auditorium spaces have adequate casework and cabinets and appropriate storage, water fountains, fixed equipment and technology equipment. %50

P/UFewer than 50% of the performing arts/auditorium spaces have adequate casework and cabinets and appropriate storage, water fountains, fixed equipment and technology equipment. %0

      Vocational Technical 8.545

         Size 5.982

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %67

PoorSome of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %33

UnsatFew or none of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 1.282

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the vocational/technical lab spaces are near the other academic programs.  The technology lab spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %100

FairMost of the vocational/technical  lab spaces are near the other academic programs.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %67

PoorSome of the vocational/technical lab spaces are near other academic programs.  The spaces are near the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %33

UnsatFew or none of the vocational/technical  lab spaces are near other academic programs.  The spaces are near the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 1.282

G/FAGREE: Vocational/technical lab spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Vocational/technical  lab spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment. %0

      Science 4.149

         Size 2.904

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the science spaces (including prep room) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the science spaces (including prep room) are large enough for the school size and instructional program %50
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FairMost of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %67

PoorSome of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %33

UnsatFew or none of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 1.282

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the vocational/technical lab spaces are near the other academic programs.  The technology lab spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %100

FairMost of the vocational/technical  lab spaces are near the other academic programs.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %67

PoorSome of the vocational/technical lab spaces are near other academic programs.  The spaces are near the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %33

UnsatFew or none of the vocational/technical  lab spaces are near other academic programs.  The spaces are near the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 1.282

G/FAGREE: Vocational/technical lab spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Vocational/technical  lab spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment. %0

      Science 4.149

         Size 2.904

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the science spaces (including prep room) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the science spaces (including prep room) are large enough for the school size and instructional program %50

P/UFew or none of the science spaces (including prep room) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.622

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the science spaces are near the other academic programs.  The science spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %100

Fair50-75% of the science spaces are near other academic programs.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %50

P/UFewer than 50% of the science spaces are near other academic programs.  Most of the spaces are near the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.622

G/FAGREE: Science spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment.  The flooring is a VCT or tile. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Science spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment.  The flooring is a VCT or tile. %0

      Administration 2.610

         Size 1.827

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the administrative spaces (reception, office, work rooms, conf. rooms, restrooms, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  %100

FairMost of the administrative spaces (reception, office, work rooms, conf. rooms, restrooms, etc.) are large enough for the school size. %50

P/UFew or none of administrative spaces (reception, office, work rooms, conf. rooms, restrooms, etc.) are large enough for the school size. %0

         Adjacencies 0.392

G/FAGREE: The administration and reception spaces are located near the main entrance areas, have sight lines of the school entrance, and are near instructional areas. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The administration and reception spaces are located near the main entrance areas, have sight lines of the school entrance, and are near instructional areas. %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.392

G/FAGREE: The administration and reception spaces have adequate and appropriate storage, utilities, technology equipment and fixed equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The administration and reception spaces have adequate and appropriate storage, utilities, technology equipment and fixed equipment. %0

      Restrooms (Student) 0.912

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the restroom spaces are adequately ventilated.  Fixtures are age-appropriate.  Floor and wall surfaces are washable.  Toilet partitions, urinal privacy partitions, towel dispensers, and soap 

dispensers are in place & functional.

%100

Fair50-75% of the restroom spaces are adequately ventilated.  Fixtures are age-appropriate.  Floor and wall surfaces are washable.  Toilet partitions, urinal privacy partitions, towel dispensers, and soap dispensers 

are in place & functional.

%50

P/UFewer than 50% of the rstrm spaces are adequately ventilated.  Fixtures are not age-appropriate.  Floor and wall surfaces are not washable.  Toilet partitions, urinal privacy partitions, towel dispensers, and soap 

dispensers are not in place & functional.

%0

      Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s) 0.713

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the teacher lounge, workrooms, and restrooms are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main instructional areas, and have appropriate storage, utilities, technology 

equipment and fixed equipment.

%100

Fair50-75% of the teacher lounge, workrooms, and restrooms are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main instructional areas, and have appropriate storage, utilities, technology equipment 

and fixed equipment.

%50

P/UFewer than 50% of the teacher lounge, workrooms, and restrooms are large enough for the school size.  They're not located near the main instructional areas, and have inadequate storage, utilities, technology 

equipment and fixed equipment.

%0

      Cafeteria 4.000

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the cafeteria spaces (cafeteria, table and chair storage, etc.) are sized correctly. Circulation and routing are good.  They are acoustically isolated, have appropriate storage and seating. %100

FairMost of the cafeteria spaces (cafeteria, table and chair storage, etc.) are sized correctly. Circulation and routing are good.  They are acoustically isolated, have appropriate storage and seating. %67

PoorSome of the cafeteria spaces (cafeteria, table and chair storage, etc.) are sized correctly. Circulation and routing are good.  They are acoustically isolated, have appropriate storage and seating. %33

UnsatFew or none of the cafeteria spaces (cafeteria, table and chair storage, etc.) are sized correctly. Circulation and routing are good.  They are acoustically isolated, have appropriate storage and seating. %0

      Food Prep 5.106

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the food prep spaces (kitchen, freezer, cooler, storage, office, etc.) are sized correctly. They are acoustically isolated, have provisions for pickup and delivery, & have adequate storage, 

utilities, and fixed equip.

%100
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Fair50-75% of the restroom spaces are adequately ventilated.  Fixtures are age-appropriate.  Floor and wall surfaces are washable.  Toilet partitions, urinal privacy partitions, towel dispensers, and soap dispensers 

are in place & functional.

%50

P/UFewer than 50% of the rstrm spaces are adequately ventilated.  Fixtures are not age-appropriate.  Floor and wall surfaces are not washable.  Toilet partitions, urinal privacy partitions, towel dispensers, and soap 

dispensers are not in place & functional.

%0

      Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s) 0.713

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the teacher lounge, workrooms, and restrooms are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main instructional areas, and have appropriate storage, utilities, technology 

equipment and fixed equipment.

%100

Fair50-75% of the teacher lounge, workrooms, and restrooms are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main instructional areas, and have appropriate storage, utilities, technology equipment 

and fixed equipment.

%50

P/UFewer than 50% of the teacher lounge, workrooms, and restrooms are large enough for the school size.  They're not located near the main instructional areas, and have inadequate storage, utilities, technology 

equipment and fixed equipment.

%0

      Cafeteria 4.000

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the cafeteria spaces (cafeteria, table and chair storage, etc.) are sized correctly. Circulation and routing are good.  They are acoustically isolated, have appropriate storage and seating. %100

FairMost of the cafeteria spaces (cafeteria, table and chair storage, etc.) are sized correctly. Circulation and routing are good.  They are acoustically isolated, have appropriate storage and seating. %67

PoorSome of the cafeteria spaces (cafeteria, table and chair storage, etc.) are sized correctly. Circulation and routing are good.  They are acoustically isolated, have appropriate storage and seating. %33

UnsatFew or none of the cafeteria spaces (cafeteria, table and chair storage, etc.) are sized correctly. Circulation and routing are good.  They are acoustically isolated, have appropriate storage and seating. %0

      Food Prep 5.106

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the food prep spaces (kitchen, freezer, cooler, storage, office, etc.) are sized correctly. They are acoustically isolated, have provisions for pickup and delivery, & have adequate storage, 

utilities, and fixed equip.

%100

FairMost of the food prep spaces (kitchen, freezer, cooler, storage, office, etc.) are sized correctly. They are acoustically isolated, have provisions for pickup and delivery, & have adequate storage, utilities, and fixed 

equip.

%67

PoorSome of the food prep spaces (kitchen, freezer, cooler, storage, office, etc.) are sized correctly. They are not acoustically isolated, have no provisions for pickup and delivery, and inadequate storage, utilities, 

and fixed equip.

%33

UnsatFew or none of the food prep spaces (kitchen, freezer, cooler, storage, office, etc.) are sized correctly. They are not acoustically isolated, have no provisions for pickup and delivery, and inadequate storage, 

utilities, and fixed equip.

%0

      Counseling 0.757

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the counseling spaces (offices, reception, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main instructional areas, and have adequate storage, utilities, and fixed 

equipment.

%100

FairMost of the counseling spaces (offices, reception, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main instructional areas, and have adequate storage, utilities, and fixed equipment. %50

P/UFew or none of the counseling spaces (offices, reception, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are located away from the main instructional areas, and have inadequate storage, utilities, and fixed 

equipment.

%0

      Clinic 0.238

G/FAGREE: Clinic spaces (office, restroom, clinic, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main administrative area, and have adequate storage, utilities, and fixed equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Clinic spaces (office, restroom, clinic, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main administrative area, and have adequate storage, utilities, and fixed equipment. %0

      Custodial & Maintenance 0.500

G/FAGREE: Custodial and maintenance spaces (custodial closets, fire proof equipment storage, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are conveniently located and have adequate storage, utilities, and 

fixed equipment.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Custodial and maintenance spaces (custodial closets, fire proof equipment storage, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are conveniently located and have adequate storage, utilities, 

and fixed equipment.

%0
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   Suitability - K-8 100.000

      Site 6.994

         Traffic 3.000

GoodTraffic routing is characterized by safety and good separation. Bus, parent, service lanes are "off-street" and do not conflict with each other, or playground, or parking areas. There is adequate bus parking near 

entrances to the building.

%100

FairTraffic routing has some safety and separation problems. At least one of the bus, parent, or service delivery access lanes is missing or has circulation conflict. %67

PoorTraffic routing has numerous safety and separation problems. Most, but not all, of the bus, parent, or service delivery access lanes are missing or have circulation conflict due to separation problems. %33

UnsatAll traffic routing has safety and separation problems.  The bus, parent, or service delivery access lanes are missing and there are circulation conflicts due to separation problems. %0

         Pedestrian Traffic 1.000

GoodPedestrian traffic routing is characterized by safety and good separation. Routes funnel students to main entrances.  Routing adequately meets needs for pedestrian access to the school. %100

FairPedestrian traffic routing has some safety and separation problems. Routes generally funnel students to main entrances.  Routing typically meets the needs for pedestrian access to the school. %67

PoorPedestrian traffic routing has numerous safety and separation problems. Few routes  funnel students to main entrances.  Routing typically does not meet the needs for pedestrian access to the school. %33

UnsatPedestrian traffic routing has safety and separation problems. Routes do not funnel students to main entrances.  Routing does not meet the needs for pedestrian access to the school. %0

         Parking 1.351

GoodThere is adequate off-street parking for staff and visitors. Parking lots have reasonable access to main school entrances. %100

FairThere is adequate off-street parking for most staff and visitors. Parking lots have reasonable access to main school entrances. %67

PoorMost parking for staff and visitors is on-street.  Parking lots do not have reasonable access to main school entrances. %33

UnsatAll, or nearly all, parking for staff and visitors is on-street. Parking lots do not have reasonable access to main school entrances. %0

         Play Courts & Fields 1.644

GoodAll play courts/fields are large enough to allow organized and free play.  Play courts/fields are adjacent to the school, accessible, and well developed.  Equipment is age-appropriate. %100

FairMost play courts/fields  are large enough to allow organized and free play and are adjacent to the school. There may be minor accessibility problems and may have minor development problems. Some 

equipment is not age appropriate.

%67

PoorMost play courts/fields  are too small to allow organized and free play and are not adjacent to the school.  There are major accessibility problems and major development problems.  Most equipment is not age 

appropriate.

%33

UnsatPlay courts/fields are nonexistent or are severely undersized.  Organized and free play is not practical. %0

      Safety and Security 5.371

         Fencing 1.218

GoodThe school site is adequately fenced. Entrances and egresses are limited, where appropriate. %100

FairMost of the school site is adequately fenced, but there are minor problems.  Most entrances and egresses are limited, where appropriate. %67

PoorThe school site has major fencing inadequacies. Many entrances and egresses are not limited where needed for safety. %33

UnsatThe school site has no fencing. Entrances and egresses are unlimited. There are significant resultant safety problems. %0

         Signage & Way Finding 0.152

GoodThe site has adequate large signage or graphics to direct the public to major spaces (e.g. entrance, office, gym, auditorium, etc.) of the school building and grounds. All rooms are identified with signs. %100

FairThe site has some large signage or graphics to direct the public to major spaces (e.g. entrance, office, gym, auditorium, etc.) of the school building and grounds. Most rooms are identified with signs. %67

PoorThe site has few or no large signage or graphics to direct the public to major spaces (e.g. entrance, office, gym, auditorium, etc.) of the school building and grounds. Some rooms are identified with signs. %33

UnsatThe site has few or no large signage or graphics to direct the public to major spaces (e.g. entrance, office, gym, auditorium, etc.) of the school building and grounds. Most rooms are not identified with signs. %0

         Ease of Supervision 3.000

G/FAGREE: The facility is designed so that supervision is enhanced through proper sightlines, few or no "hiding areas", good visibility both inside and outside the building, and visual access to appropriate areas. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The facility is designed so that supervision is enhanced through proper sightlines, few or no" hiding areas", good visibility both inside and outside the building, and visual access to appropriate areas. %0

         Limited Entrances 0.500

G/FAGREE: School design or configuration has limited the number of entrances to the school. Public entrances are easily supervised. %100

P/UDISAGREE: School design or configuration has limited the number of entrances to the school. Public entrances are easily supervised. %0

         Interior Circulation 0.500

G/FAGREE: Hallways, and stairwells are large enough to accommodate student movement. Intersections and corridors are not congested and the commons area is large enough for the school and its programs. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Hallways, and stairwells are large enough to accommodate student movement. Intersections and corridors are not congested and the commons area is large enough for the school and its programs. %0

      School Climate 11.000

         Learning Style Variety 5.000

G/FAGREE: Facility is designed to allow for small group discussions and work projects, individual workstations and distance learning as well as traditional classrooms.  Spaces are flexible, allowing for different 

teaching, administrative and learning styles.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Facility is designed to allow for small group discussions and wk projects, individual wk stations and distance learning as well as traditional classrooms.  Spaces are flexible, allowing for different 

teaching, administrative and learning styles.

%0

         School Environment 5.000

G/FAGREE: The facility provides an inviting and stimulating environment. Spatial configurations, acoustics, lighting levels, natural light and the overall aesthetics support and promote learning. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The facility provides an inviting and stimulating environment. Spatial configurations, acoustics, lighting levels, natural light and the overall aesthetics support and promote learning. %0

         Landscaping 1.000

G/FAGREE: Facility landscaping (including grass, shrubs and trees) provides an inviting environment. %100
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         Limited Entrances 0.500

G/FAGREE: School design or configuration has limited the number of entrances to the school. Public entrances are easily supervised. %100

P/UDISAGREE: School design or configuration has limited the number of entrances to the school. Public entrances are easily supervised. %0

         Interior Circulation 0.500

G/FAGREE: Hallways, and stairwells are large enough to accommodate student movement. Intersections and corridors are not congested and the commons area is large enough for the school and its programs. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Hallways, and stairwells are large enough to accommodate student movement. Intersections and corridors are not congested and the commons area is large enough for the school and its programs. %0

      School Climate 11.000

         Learning Style Variety 5.000

G/FAGREE: Facility is designed to allow for small group discussions and work projects, individual workstations and distance learning as well as traditional classrooms.  Spaces are flexible, allowing for different 

teaching, administrative and learning styles.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Facility is designed to allow for small group discussions and wk projects, individual wk stations and distance learning as well as traditional classrooms.  Spaces are flexible, allowing for different 

teaching, administrative and learning styles.

%0

         School Environment 5.000

G/FAGREE: The facility provides an inviting and stimulating environment. Spatial configurations, acoustics, lighting levels, natural light and the overall aesthetics support and promote learning. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The facility provides an inviting and stimulating environment. Spatial configurations, acoustics, lighting levels, natural light and the overall aesthetics support and promote learning. %0

         Landscaping 1.000

G/FAGREE: Facility landscaping (including grass, shrubs and trees) provides an inviting environment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Facility landscaping (including grass, shrubs and trees) provides an inviting environment. %0

      General Classrooms 18.500

         Size 12.950

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the general classrooms are appropriate for the class size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the general classrooms are appropriate for the class size and instructional program. A few classrooms are undersized. %67

PoorSome of the general classrooms are appropriate for the class size and instructional program. Many classrooms are undersized, even for small classes. %33

UnsatFew or none of the general classrooms are appropriate for the class size and instructional program. Most classrooms are undersized, even for small classes. %0

         Adjacencies 2.775

GoodAll or nearly all of the general classrooms are near the media cntr, computer rms, and support spaces. They are acoustically isolated from noisy spaces &  acoustics are internally appropriate (e.g. gyms, 

kitchens, music).

%100

FairMost of the general classrooms are near the media cntr, computer rms, and support spaces. They are acoustically isolated from most noisy spaces & acoustics are internally appropriate (e.g. gyms, kitchens, 

music).

%67

PoorSome of the general classrooms are near the media cntr, computer rms, and support spaces. They are not acoustically isolated from noisy spaces &  have internal acoustic problems (eg. gyms, kitchens, 

music).

%33

UnsatFew or none of the general classrms are near the media cntr, computer rms, and support spaces. They are not acoustically isolated from noisy spaces & have internal acoustic problems (eg. gyms, kitchens, 

music).

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 2.775

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the general classrooms have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %100

FairMost of the general classrooms have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %67

PoorSome of the general classrooms have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %33

UnsatFew or none of the general classrooms have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %0

      Remedial - Special Needs 4.530

         Size 3.171

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc) are large enough for the typical group size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc) are large enough for the typical group size and instructional program. %50

P/UFew or none of the remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc.) are large enough for the typical group size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.680

G/FAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces are near the media center, computer rooms, and general classrooms. Therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc. are near programs they serve. They are 

acoustically isolated from noisy spaces.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces are near the media center, computer rooms, and general classrooms. Therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc. are near programs they serve. They are 

acoustically isolated from noisy spaces.

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.680

G/FAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc) have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and 

technology equipment.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc) have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and 

technology equipment.

%0

      Library 3.473

         Size 2.431

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are large enough for the school size and instructional programs. %100

FairMost of the library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are large enough for the school size and instructional programs. %50
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P/UFew or none of the remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc.) are large enough for the typical group size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.680

G/FAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces are near the media center, computer rooms, and general classrooms. Therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc. are near programs they serve. They are 

acoustically isolated from noisy spaces.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces are near the media center, computer rooms, and general classrooms. Therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc. are near programs they serve. They are 

acoustically isolated from noisy spaces.

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.680

G/FAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc) have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and 

technology equipment.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc) have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and 

technology equipment.

%0

      Library 3.473

         Size 2.431

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are large enough for the school size and instructional programs. %100

FairMost of the library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are large enough for the school size and instructional programs. %50

P/UFew or none of the library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are large enough for the school size and instructional programs. %0

         Adjacencies 0.521

G/FAGREE: Library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are near the academic programs they serve.  The spaces are acoustically isolated from the noisy spaces of the school (e.g. gyms, 

kitchens, music, shops, etc.).

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are near the academic programs they serve.  The spaces are acoustically isolated from the noisy spaces of the school (e.g. 

gyms, kitchens, music, shops, etc.).

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.521

G/FAGREE: The library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, counter-tops for production, equipment 

storage, and technology equipment.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: The library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, counter-tops for production, equipment 

storage, and technology equipment.

%0

      P.E. 12.000

         Size 8.400

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the physical education spaces (e.g. gym, storage, PE teacher office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the physical education spaces (e.g. gym, storage, PE teacher office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %50

P/UFew or none of the physical education spaces (e.g. gym, storage, PE teacher office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 1.800

G/FAGREE: Physical education spaces are near the other "noisy" programs (music, kitchen, etc.).  The spaces are acoustically isolated from the quiet academic spaces and provide convenient public & after-school 

access and separation from other spaces.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Physical education spaces are near the other "noisy" programs (music, kitchen, etc.).  The spaces are acoustically isolated from the quiet academic spaces and provide convenient public & 

after-school access and separation from other spaces.

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 1.800

G/FAGREE: The physical education spaces have adequate casework and cabinets and appropriate storage, water fountains and fixed equipment (backboards, etc.). %100

P/UDISAGREE: The physical education spaces have adequate casework and cabinets and appropriate storage, water fountains and fixed equipment (backboards, etc.). %0

      Music 3.775

         Size 2.643

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the music spaces (including office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the music spaces (including office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %50

P/UFew or none of the music spaces (including office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.566

G/FAGREE: Music spaces are near the other "noisy" programs (P.E., kitchen, etc.).  The  spaces are acoustically isolated from the quiet academic spaces of the school. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Music spaces are near the other "noisy" programs (P.E., kitchen, etc.).  The spaces are acoustically isolated from the quiet academic spaces of the school. %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.566

G/FAGREE: Music spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Music spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %0

      Art 2.189

         Size 1.533

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the art spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the art spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %50

P/UFew or none of the art spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.328

G/FAGREE: Art spaces are near the other academic programs.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %100
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P/UFew or none of the music spaces (including office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.566

G/FAGREE: Music spaces are near the other "noisy" programs (P.E., kitchen, etc.).  The  spaces are acoustically isolated from the quiet academic spaces of the school. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Music spaces are near the other "noisy" programs (P.E., kitchen, etc.).  The spaces are acoustically isolated from the quiet academic spaces of the school. %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.566

G/FAGREE: Music spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Music spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %0

      Art 2.189

         Size 1.533

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the art spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the art spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %50

P/UFew or none of the art spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.328

G/FAGREE: Art spaces are near the other academic programs.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %100

P/UDISAGREE: Art spaces are near the other academic programs.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.328

G/FAGREE: The art spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks & clay traps, whiteboards, drying racks, lighting, and technology equipment. The flooring is a VCT or tile. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The art spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks & clay traps, whiteboards, drying racks, lighting, and technology equipment. The flooring is a VCT or 

tile.

%0

      Performing Arts\Auditorium 2.341

         Size 1.638

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the performing arts/auditorium spaces (stage, green room, storage, dressing room, light sound booth, etc.) are large enough for the group size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the performing arts/auditorium spaces (stage, green room, storage, dressing room, light sound booth, etc.) are large enough for the group size and instructional program. %67

PoorSome of the performing arts/auditorium spaces (stage, green room, storage, dressing room, light sound booth, etc.) are large enough for the group size and instructional program. %33

UnsatFew or none of the performing arts/auditorium spaces (stage, green room, storage, dressing room, light sound booth, etc.) are large enough for the group size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.351

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the performing arts/auditorium spaces are near each other and other performing arts spaces (e.g. music, drama, etc.). They provide convenient public and after hours access plus separation 

from other spaces in the building.  

%100

FairMost of the performing arts/auditorium spaces are near each other and other performing arts spaces (e.g. music, drama, etc.). They provide convenient public and after hours access plus separation from other 

spaces in the building.

%67

PoorSome of the performing arts/auditorium spaces are near each other and other performing arts spaces (e.g. music, drama, etc.). They do not provide convenient public and after hours access plus separation 

from other spaces in the building.  

%33

UnsatFew or none of the performing arts/auditorium spaces are near each other and other performing arts spaces (e.g. music, drama, etc.). They do not provide convenient public and after hours access plus 

separation from other spaces in the building.  

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.351

GoodAll or nearly all of the performing arts/auditorium spaces have adequate casework and appropriate storage, water fountains, fixed equipment and technology equipment. %100

Fair50-75% of the performing arts/auditorium spaces have adequate casework and cabinets and appropriate storage, water fountains, fixed equipment and technology equipment. %50

P/UFewer than 50% of the performing arts/auditorium spaces have adequate casework and cabinets and appropriate storage, water fountains, fixed equipment and technology equipment. %0

      Vocational Technical 6.123

         Size 4.286

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %67

PoorSome of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %33

UnsatFew or none of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.919

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the vocational/technical lab spaces are near the other academic programs.  The technology lab spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %100

FairMost of the vocational/technical  lab spaces are near the other academic programs.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %67

PoorSome of the vocational/technical lab spaces are near other academic programs.  The spaces are near the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %33

UnsatFew or none of the vocational/technical  lab spaces are near other academic programs.  The spaces are near the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.919

G/FAGREE: Vocational/technical lab spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Vocational/technical  lab spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment. %0

      Science 3.851

         Size 2.695

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the science spaces (including prep room) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the science spaces (including prep room) are large enough for the school size and instructional program %50
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FairMost of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %67

PoorSome of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %33

UnsatFew or none of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.919

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the vocational/technical lab spaces are near the other academic programs.  The technology lab spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %100

FairMost of the vocational/technical  lab spaces are near the other academic programs.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %67

PoorSome of the vocational/technical lab spaces are near other academic programs.  The spaces are near the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %33

UnsatFew or none of the vocational/technical  lab spaces are near other academic programs.  The spaces are near the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.919

G/FAGREE: Vocational/technical lab spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Vocational/technical  lab spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment. %0

      Science 3.851

         Size 2.695

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the science spaces (including prep room) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the science spaces (including prep room) are large enough for the school size and instructional program %50

P/UFew or none of the science spaces (including prep room) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.578

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the science spaces are near the other academic programs.  The science spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %100

Fair50-75% of the science spaces are near other academic programs.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %50

P/UFewer than 50% of the science spaces are near other academic programs.  Most of the spaces are near the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.578

G/FAGREE: Science spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment.  The flooring is a VCT or tile. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Science spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment.  The flooring is a VCT or tile. %0

      Kindergarten 1.684

         Size 1.179

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the kindergarten spaces (including restroom) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the kindergarten spaces (including restroom) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %50

P/UFew or none of the kindergarten spaces (including restroom) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.253

G/FAGREE: Kindergarten spaces are near the other academic programs and an adjacent restroom. Spaces provide convenient access from parent drop-off areas.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces 

of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.).

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Kindergarten spaces are near the other academic programs and an adjacent restroom.  Spaces provide convenient access from parent drop-off areas.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" 

spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.).

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.253

G/FAGREE: Kindergarten spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment.  Some of the flooring is a "wet area". %100

P/UDISAGREE: Kindergarten spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment.  Some of the flooring is a "wet area". %0

      Administration 2.269

         Size 1.588

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the administrative spaces (reception, office, work rooms, conf. rooms, restrooms, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  %100

FairMost of the administrative spaces (reception, office, work rooms, conf. rooms, restrooms, etc.) are large enough for the school size. %50

P/UFew or none of administrative spaces (reception, office, work rooms, conf. rooms, restrooms, etc.) are large enough for the school size. %0

         Adjacencies 0.340

G/FAGREE: The administration and reception spaces are located near the main entrance areas, have sight lines of the school entrance, and are near instructional areas. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The administration and reception spaces are located near the main entrance areas, have sight lines of the school entrance, and are near instructional areas. %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.340

G/FAGREE: The administration and reception spaces have adequate and appropriate storage, utilities, technology equipment and fixed equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The administration and reception spaces have adequate and appropriate storage, utilities, technology equipment and fixed equipment. %0

      Restrooms (Student) 0.906

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the restroom spaces are adequately ventilated.  Fixtures are age-appropriate.  Floor and wall surfaces are washable.  Toilet partitions, urinal privacy partitions, towel dispensers, and soap 

dispensers are in place & functional.

%100

Fair50-75% of the restroom spaces are adequately ventilated.  Fixtures are age-appropriate.  Floor and wall surfaces are washable.  Toilet partitions, urinal privacy partitions, towel dispensers, and soap dispensers 

are in place & functional.

%50

P/UFewer than 50% of the rstrm spaces are adequately ventilated.  Fixtures are not age-appropriate.  Floor and wall surfaces are not washable.  Toilet partitions, urinal privacy partitions, towel dispensers, and soap 

dispensers are not in place & functional.

%0

      Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s) 0.906
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FairMost of the administrative spaces (reception, office, work rooms, conf. rooms, restrooms, etc.) are large enough for the school size. %50

P/UFew or none of administrative spaces (reception, office, work rooms, conf. rooms, restrooms, etc.) are large enough for the school size. %0

         Adjacencies 0.340

G/FAGREE: The administration and reception spaces are located near the main entrance areas, have sight lines of the school entrance, and are near instructional areas. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The administration and reception spaces are located near the main entrance areas, have sight lines of the school entrance, and are near instructional areas. %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.340

G/FAGREE: The administration and reception spaces have adequate and appropriate storage, utilities, technology equipment and fixed equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The administration and reception spaces have adequate and appropriate storage, utilities, technology equipment and fixed equipment. %0

      Restrooms (Student) 0.906

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the restroom spaces are adequately ventilated.  Fixtures are age-appropriate.  Floor and wall surfaces are washable.  Toilet partitions, urinal privacy partitions, towel dispensers, and soap 

dispensers are in place & functional.

%100

Fair50-75% of the restroom spaces are adequately ventilated.  Fixtures are age-appropriate.  Floor and wall surfaces are washable.  Toilet partitions, urinal privacy partitions, towel dispensers, and soap dispensers 

are in place & functional.

%50

P/UFewer than 50% of the rstrm spaces are adequately ventilated.  Fixtures are not age-appropriate.  Floor and wall surfaces are not washable.  Toilet partitions, urinal privacy partitions, towel dispensers, and soap 

dispensers are not in place & functional.

%0

      Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s) 0.906

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the teacher lounge, workrooms, and restrooms are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main instructional areas, and have appropriate storage, utilities, technology 

equipment and fixed equipment.

%100

Fair50-75% of the teacher lounge, workrooms, and restrooms are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main instructional areas, and have appropriate storage, utilities, technology equipment 

and fixed equipment.

%50

P/UFewer than 50% of the teacher lounge, workrooms, and restrooms are large enough for the school size.  They're not located near the main instructional areas, and have inadequate storage, utilities, technology 

equipment and fixed equipment.

%0

      Cafeteria 5.000

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the cafeteria spaces (cafeteria, table and chair storage, etc.) are sized correctly. Circulation and routing are good.  They are acoustically isolated, have appropriate storage and seating. %100

FairMost of the cafeteria spaces (cafeteria, table and chair storage, etc.) are sized correctly. Circulation and routing are good.  They are acoustically isolated, have appropriate storage and seating. %67

PoorSome of the cafeteria spaces (cafeteria, table and chair storage, etc.) are sized correctly. Circulation and routing are good.  They are acoustically isolated, have appropriate storage and seating. %33

UnsatFew or none of the cafeteria spaces (cafeteria, table and chair storage, etc.) are sized correctly. Circulation and routing are good.  They are acoustically isolated, have appropriate storage and seating. %0

      Food Prep 7.842

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the food prep spaces (kitchen, freezer, cooler, storage, office, etc.) are sized correctly. They are acoustically isolated, have provisions for pickup and delivery, & have adequate storage, 

utilities, and fixed equip.

%100

FairMost of the food prep spaces (kitchen, freezer, cooler, storage, office, etc.) are sized correctly. They are acoustically isolated, have provisions for pickup and delivery, & have adequate storage, utilities, and fixed 

equip.

%67

PoorSome of the food prep spaces (kitchen, freezer, cooler, storage, office, etc.) are sized correctly. They are not acoustically isolated, have no provisions for pickup and delivery, and inadequate storage, utilities, 

and fixed equip.

%33

UnsatFew or none of the food prep spaces (kitchen, freezer, cooler, storage, office, etc.) are sized correctly. They are not acoustically isolated, have no provisions for pickup and delivery, and inadequate storage, 

utilities, and fixed equip.

%0

      Counseling 0.408

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the counseling spaces (offices, reception, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main instructional areas, and have adequate storage, utilities, and fixed 

equipment.

%100

FairMost of the counseling spaces (offices, reception, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main instructional areas, and have adequate storage, utilities, and fixed equipment. %50

P/UFew or none of the counseling spaces (offices, reception, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are located away from the main instructional areas, and have inadequate storage, utilities, and fixed 

equipment.

%0

      Clinic 0.340

G/FAGREE: Clinic spaces (office, restroom, clinic, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main administrative area, and have adequate storage, utilities, and fixed equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Clinic spaces (office, restroom, clinic, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main administrative area, and have adequate storage, utilities, and fixed equipment. %0

      Custodial & Maintenance 0.500

G/FAGREE: Custodial and maintenance spaces (custodial closets, fire proof equipment storage, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are conveniently located and have adequate storage, utilities, and 

fixed equipment.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Custodial and maintenance spaces (custodial closets, fire proof equipment storage, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are conveniently located and have adequate storage, utilities, 

and fixed equipment.

%0
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G/FAGREE: Clinic spaces (office, restroom, clinic, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main administrative area, and have adequate storage, utilities, and fixed equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Clinic spaces (office, restroom, clinic, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main administrative area, and have adequate storage, utilities, and fixed equipment. %0

      Custodial & Maintenance 0.500

G/FAGREE: Custodial and maintenance spaces (custodial closets, fire proof equipment storage, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are conveniently located and have adequate storage, utilities, and 

fixed equipment.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Custodial and maintenance spaces (custodial closets, fire proof equipment storage, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are conveniently located and have adequate storage, utilities, 

and fixed equipment.

%0
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   Suitability - K-12 100.000

      Site 11.547

         Traffic 3.000

GoodTraffic routing is characterized by safety and good separation. Bus, parent, service lanes are "off-street" and do not conflict with each other, or playground, or parking areas. There is adequate bus parking near 

entrances to the building.

%100

FairTraffic routing has some safety and separation problems. At least one of the bus, parent, or service delivery access lanes is missing or has circulation conflict. %67

PoorTraffic routing has numerous safety and separation problems. Most, but not all, of the bus, parent, or service delivery access lanes are missing or have circulation conflict due to separation problems. %33

UnsatAll traffic routing has safety and separation problems.  The bus, parent, or service delivery access lanes are missing and there are circulation conflicts due to separation problems. %0

         Pedestrian Traffic 0.336

GoodPedestrian traffic routing is characterized by safety and good separation. Routes funnel students to main entrances.  Routing adequately meets needs for pedestrian access to the school. %100

FairPedestrian traffic routing has some safety and separation problems. Routes generally funnel students to main entrances.  Routing typically meets the needs for pedestrian access to the school. %67

PoorPedestrian traffic routing has numerous safety and separation problems. Few routes  funnel students to main entrances.  Routing typically does not meet the needs for pedestrian access to the school. %33

UnsatPedestrian traffic routing has safety and separation problems. Routes do not funnel students to main entrances.  Routing does not meet the needs for pedestrian access to the school. %0

         Parking 3.552

GoodThere is adequate off-street parking for staff and visitors. Parking lots have reasonable access to main school entrances. %100

FairThere is adequate off-street parking for most staff and visitors. Parking lots have reasonable access to main school entrances. %67

PoorMost parking for staff and visitors is on-street.  Parking lots do not have reasonable access to main school entrances. %33

UnsatAll, or nearly all, parking for staff and visitors is on-street. Parking lots do not have reasonable access to main school entrances. %0

         Play Courts & Fields 4.659

GoodAll play courts/fields are large enough to allow organized and free play.  Play courts/fields are adjacent to the school, accessible, and well developed.  Equipment is age-appropriate. %100

FairMost play courts/fields  are large enough to allow organized and free play and are adjacent to the school. There may be minor accessibility problems and may have minor development problems. Some 

equipment is not age appropriate.

%67

PoorMost play courts/fields  are too small to allow organized and free play and are not adjacent to the school.  There are major accessibility problems and major development problems.  Most equipment is not age 

appropriate.

%33

UnsatPlay courts/fields are nonexistent or are severely undersized.  Organized and free play is not practical. %0

      Safety and Security 5.605

         Fencing 1.427

GoodThe school site is adequately fenced. Entrances and egresses are limited, where appropriate. %100

FairMost of the school site is adequately fenced, but there are minor problems.  Most entrances and egresses are limited, where appropriate. %67

PoorThe school site has major fencing inadequacies. Many entrances and egresses are not limited where needed for safety. %33

UnsatThe school site has no fencing. Entrances and egresses are unlimited. There are significant resultant safety problems. %0

         Signage & Way Finding 0.178

GoodThe site has adequate large signage or graphics to direct the public to major spaces (e.g. entrance, office, gym, auditorium, etc.) of the school building and grounds. All rooms are identified with signs. %100

FairThe site has some large signage or graphics to direct the public to major spaces (e.g. entrance, office, gym, auditorium, etc.) of the school building and grounds. Most rooms are identified with signs. %67

PoorThe site has few or no large signage or graphics to direct the public to major spaces (e.g. entrance, office, gym, auditorium, etc.) of the school building and grounds. Some rooms are identified with signs. %33

UnsatThe site has few or no large signage or graphics to direct the public to major spaces (e.g. entrance, office, gym, auditorium, etc.) of the school building and grounds. Most rooms are not identified with signs. %0

         Ease of Supervision 3.000

G/FAGREE: The facility is designed so that supervision is enhanced through proper sightlines, few or no "hiding areas", good visibility both inside and outside the building, and visual access to appropriate areas. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The facility is designed so that supervision is enhanced through proper sightlines, few or no" hiding areas", good visibility both inside and outside the building, and visual access to appropriate areas. %0

         Limited Entrances 0.500

G/FAGREE: School design or configuration has limited the number of entrances to the school. Public entrances are easily supervised. %100

P/UDISAGREE: School design or configuration has limited the number of entrances to the school. Public entrances are easily supervised. %0

         Interior Circulation 0.500

G/FAGREE: Hallways, and stairwells are large enough to accommodate student movement. Intersections and corridors are not congested and the commons area is large enough for the school and its programs. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Hallways, and stairwells are large enough to accommodate student movement. Intersections and corridors are not congested and the commons area is large enough for the school and its programs. %0

      School Climate 11.000

         Learning Style Variety 5.000

G/FAGREE: Facility is designed to allow for small group discussions and work projects, individual workstations and distance learning as well as traditional classrooms.  Spaces are flexible, allowing for different 

teaching, administrative and learning styles.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Facility is designed to allow for small group discussions and wk projects, individual wk stations and distance learning as well as traditional classrooms.  Spaces are flexible, allowing for different 

teaching, administrative and learning styles.

%0

         School Environment 5.000

G/FAGREE: The facility provides an inviting and stimulating environment. Spatial configurations, acoustics, lighting levels, natural light and the overall aesthetics support and promote learning. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The facility provides an inviting and stimulating environment. Spatial configurations, acoustics, lighting levels, natural light and the overall aesthetics support and promote learning. %0

         Landscaping 1.000

G/FAGREE: Facility landscaping (including grass, shrubs and trees) provides an inviting environment. %100
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         Limited Entrances 0.500

G/FAGREE: School design or configuration has limited the number of entrances to the school. Public entrances are easily supervised. %100

P/UDISAGREE: School design or configuration has limited the number of entrances to the school. Public entrances are easily supervised. %0

         Interior Circulation 0.500

G/FAGREE: Hallways, and stairwells are large enough to accommodate student movement. Intersections and corridors are not congested and the commons area is large enough for the school and its programs. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Hallways, and stairwells are large enough to accommodate student movement. Intersections and corridors are not congested and the commons area is large enough for the school and its programs. %0

      School Climate 11.000

         Learning Style Variety 5.000

G/FAGREE: Facility is designed to allow for small group discussions and work projects, individual workstations and distance learning as well as traditional classrooms.  Spaces are flexible, allowing for different 

teaching, administrative and learning styles.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Facility is designed to allow for small group discussions and wk projects, individual wk stations and distance learning as well as traditional classrooms.  Spaces are flexible, allowing for different 

teaching, administrative and learning styles.

%0

         School Environment 5.000

G/FAGREE: The facility provides an inviting and stimulating environment. Spatial configurations, acoustics, lighting levels, natural light and the overall aesthetics support and promote learning. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The facility provides an inviting and stimulating environment. Spatial configurations, acoustics, lighting levels, natural light and the overall aesthetics support and promote learning. %0

         Landscaping 1.000

G/FAGREE: Facility landscaping (including grass, shrubs and trees) provides an inviting environment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Facility landscaping (including grass, shrubs and trees) provides an inviting environment. %0

      General Classrooms 17.500

         Size 12.250

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the general classrooms are appropriate for the class size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the general classrooms are appropriate for the class size and instructional program. A few classrooms are undersized. %67

PoorSome of the general classrooms are appropriate for the class size and instructional program. Many classrooms are undersized, even for small classes. %33

UnsatFew or none of the general classrooms are appropriate for the class size and instructional program. Most classrooms are undersized, even for small classes. %0

         Adjacencies 2.625

GoodAll or nearly all of the general classrooms are near the media cntr, computer rms, and support spaces. They are acoustically isolated from noisy spaces &  acoustics are internally appropriate (e.g. gyms, 

kitchens, music).

%100

FairMost of the general classrooms are near the media cntr, computer rms, and support spaces. They are acoustically isolated from most noisy spaces & acoustics are internally appropriate (e.g. gyms, kitchens, 

music).

%67

PoorSome of the general classrooms are near the media cntr, computer rms, and support spaces. They are not acoustically isolated from noisy spaces &  have internal acoustic problems (eg. gyms, kitchens, 

music).

%33

UnsatFew or none of the general classrms are near the media cntr, computer rms, and support spaces. They are not acoustically isolated from noisy spaces & have internal acoustic problems (eg. gyms, kitchens, 

music).

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 2.625

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the general classrooms have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %100

FairMost of the general classrooms have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %67

PoorSome of the general classrooms have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %33

UnsatFew or none of the general classrooms have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %0

      Remedial - Special Needs 3.404

         Size 2.383

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc) are large enough for the typical group size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc) are large enough for the typical group size and instructional program. %50

P/UFew or none of the remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc.) are large enough for the typical group size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.511

G/FAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces are near the media center, computer rooms, and general classrooms. Therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc. are near programs they serve. They are 

acoustically isolated from noisy spaces.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces are near the media center, computer rooms, and general classrooms. Therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc. are near programs they serve. They are 

acoustically isolated from noisy spaces.

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.511

G/FAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc) have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and 

technology equipment.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc) have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and 

technology equipment.

%0

      Library 2.610

         Size 1.827

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are large enough for the school size and instructional programs. %100

FairMost of the library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are large enough for the school size and instructional programs. %50
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P/UFew or none of the remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc.) are large enough for the typical group size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.511

G/FAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces are near the media center, computer rooms, and general classrooms. Therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc. are near programs they serve. They are 

acoustically isolated from noisy spaces.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces are near the media center, computer rooms, and general classrooms. Therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc. are near programs they serve. They are 

acoustically isolated from noisy spaces.

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.511

G/FAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc) have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and 

technology equipment.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Remedial and special education spaces (including therapy rooms, testing rooms, offices, etc) have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, whiteboards, and 

technology equipment.

%0

      Library 2.610

         Size 1.827

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are large enough for the school size and instructional programs. %100

FairMost of the library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are large enough for the school size and instructional programs. %50

P/UFew or none of the library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are large enough for the school size and instructional programs. %0

         Adjacencies 0.392

G/FAGREE: Library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are near the academic programs they serve.  The spaces are acoustically isolated from the noisy spaces of the school (e.g. gyms, 

kitchens, music, shops, etc.).

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) are near the academic programs they serve.  The spaces are acoustically isolated from the noisy spaces of the school (e.g. 

gyms, kitchens, music, shops, etc.).

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.392

G/FAGREE: The library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, counter-tops for production, equipment 

storage, and technology equipment.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: The library spaces (including office, work rooms, conference room, etc.) have adequate casework and appropriate storage (cabinets and bookshelves), sinks, counter-tops for production, equipment 

storage, and technology equipment.

%0

      P.E. 12.000

         Size 8.400

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the physical education spaces (e.g. gym, storage, PE teacher office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the physical education spaces (e.g. gym, storage, PE teacher office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %50

P/UFew or none of the physical education spaces (e.g. gym, storage, PE teacher office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 1.800

G/FAGREE: Physical education spaces are near the other "noisy" programs (music, kitchen, etc.).  The spaces are acoustically isolated from the quiet academic spaces and provide convenient public & after-school 

access and separation from other spaces.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Physical education spaces are near the other "noisy" programs (music, kitchen, etc.).  The spaces are acoustically isolated from the quiet academic spaces and provide convenient public & 

after-school access and separation from other spaces.

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 1.800

G/FAGREE: The physical education spaces have adequate casework and cabinets and appropriate storage, water fountains and fixed equipment (backboards, etc.). %100

P/UDISAGREE: The physical education spaces have adequate casework and cabinets and appropriate storage, water fountains and fixed equipment (backboards, etc.). %0

      Music 3.404

         Size 2.383

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the music spaces (including office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the music spaces (including office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %50

P/UFew or none of the music spaces (including office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.511

G/FAGREE: Music spaces are near the other "noisy" programs (P.E., kitchen, etc.).  The  spaces are acoustically isolated from the quiet academic spaces of the school. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Music spaces are near the other "noisy" programs (P.E., kitchen, etc.).  The spaces are acoustically isolated from the quiet academic spaces of the school. %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.511

G/FAGREE: Music spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Music spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %0

      Art 1.645

         Size 1.152

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the art spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the art spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %50

P/UFew or none of the art spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.247

G/FAGREE: Art spaces are near the other academic programs.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %100
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P/UFew or none of the music spaces (including office) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.511

G/FAGREE: Music spaces are near the other "noisy" programs (P.E., kitchen, etc.).  The  spaces are acoustically isolated from the quiet academic spaces of the school. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Music spaces are near the other "noisy" programs (P.E., kitchen, etc.).  The spaces are acoustically isolated from the quiet academic spaces of the school. %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.511

G/FAGREE: Music spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Music spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, and technology equipment. %0

      Art 1.645

         Size 1.152

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the art spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the art spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %50

P/UFew or none of the art spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.247

G/FAGREE: Art spaces are near the other academic programs.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %100

P/UDISAGREE: Art spaces are near the other academic programs.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.247

G/FAGREE: The art spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks & clay traps, whiteboards, drying racks, lighting, and technology equipment. The flooring is a VCT or tile. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The art spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks & clay traps, whiteboards, drying racks, lighting, and technology equipment. The flooring is a VCT or 

tile.

%0

      Performing Arts\Auditorium 5.787

         Size 4.051

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the performing arts/auditorium spaces (stage, green room, storage, dressing room, light sound booth, etc.) are large enough for the group size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the performing arts/auditorium spaces (stage, green room, storage, dressing room, light sound booth, etc.) are large enough for the group size and instructional program. %67

PoorSome of the performing arts/auditorium spaces (stage, green room, storage, dressing room, light sound booth, etc.) are large enough for the group size and instructional program. %33

UnsatFew or none of the performing arts/auditorium spaces (stage, green room, storage, dressing room, light sound booth, etc.) are large enough for the group size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.868

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the performing arts/auditorium spaces are near each other and other performing arts spaces (e.g. music, drama, etc.). They provide convenient public and after hours access plus separation 

from other spaces in the building.  

%100

FairMost of the performing arts/auditorium spaces are near each other and other performing arts spaces (e.g. music, drama, etc.). They provide convenient public and after hours access plus separation from other 

spaces in the building.

%67

PoorSome of the performing arts/auditorium spaces are near each other and other performing arts spaces (e.g. music, drama, etc.). They do not provide convenient public and after hours access plus separation 

from other spaces in the building.  

%33

UnsatFew or none of the performing arts/auditorium spaces are near each other and other performing arts spaces (e.g. music, drama, etc.). They do not provide convenient public and after hours access plus 

separation from other spaces in the building.  

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.868

GoodAll or nearly all of the performing arts/auditorium spaces have adequate casework and appropriate storage, water fountains, fixed equipment and technology equipment. %100

Fair50-75% of the performing arts/auditorium spaces have adequate casework and cabinets and appropriate storage, water fountains, fixed equipment and technology equipment. %50

P/UFewer than 50% of the performing arts/auditorium spaces have adequate casework and cabinets and appropriate storage, water fountains, fixed equipment and technology equipment. %0

      Vocational Technical 5.339

         Size 3.737

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %67

PoorSome of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %33

UnsatFew or none of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.801

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the vocational/technical lab spaces are near the other academic programs.  The technology lab spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %100

FairMost of the vocational/technical  lab spaces are near the other academic programs.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %67

PoorSome of the vocational/technical lab spaces are near other academic programs.  The spaces are near the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %33

UnsatFew or none of the vocational/technical  lab spaces are near other academic programs.  The spaces are near the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.801

G/FAGREE: Vocational/technical lab spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Vocational/technical  lab spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment. %0

      Science 2.893

         Size 2.025

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the science spaces (including prep room) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the science spaces (including prep room) are large enough for the school size and instructional program %50
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FairMost of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %67

PoorSome of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %33

UnsatFew or none of the vocational/technical lab spaces are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.801

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the vocational/technical lab spaces are near the other academic programs.  The technology lab spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %100

FairMost of the vocational/technical  lab spaces are near the other academic programs.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %67

PoorSome of the vocational/technical lab spaces are near other academic programs.  The spaces are near the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %33

UnsatFew or none of the vocational/technical  lab spaces are near other academic programs.  The spaces are near the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.801

G/FAGREE: Vocational/technical lab spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Vocational/technical  lab spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment. %0

      Science 2.893

         Size 2.025

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the science spaces (including prep room) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the science spaces (including prep room) are large enough for the school size and instructional program %50

P/UFew or none of the science spaces (including prep room) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.434

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the science spaces are near the other academic programs.  The science spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %100

Fair50-75% of the science spaces are near other academic programs.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %50

P/UFewer than 50% of the science spaces are near other academic programs.  Most of the spaces are near the "noisy" spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.). %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.434

G/FAGREE: Science spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment.  The flooring is a VCT or tile. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Science spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment.  The flooring is a VCT or tile. %0

      Kindergarten 1.265

         Size 0.886

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the kindergarten spaces (including restroom) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %100

FairMost of the kindergarten spaces (including restroom) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %50

P/UFew or none of the kindergarten spaces (including restroom) are large enough for the school size and instructional program. %0

         Adjacencies 0.190

G/FAGREE: Kindergarten spaces are near the other academic programs and an adjacent restroom. Spaces provide convenient access from parent drop-off areas.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" spaces 

of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.).

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Kindergarten spaces are near the other academic programs and an adjacent restroom.  Spaces provide convenient access from parent drop-off areas.  The spaces are isolated from the "noisy" 

spaces of the school (e.g. P.E., music, kitchen, etc.).

%0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.190

G/FAGREE: Kindergarten spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment.  Some of the flooring is a "wet area". %100

P/UDISAGREE: Kindergarten spaces have adequate casework (cabinets and bookshelves), appropriate storage, sinks, whiteboards, lighting, and technology equipment.  Some of the flooring is a "wet area". %0

      Administration 1.734

         Size 1.214

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the administrative spaces (reception, office, work rooms, conf. rooms, restrooms, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  %100

FairMost of the administrative spaces (reception, office, work rooms, conf. rooms, restrooms, etc.) are large enough for the school size. %50

P/UFew or none of administrative spaces (reception, office, work rooms, conf. rooms, restrooms, etc.) are large enough for the school size. %0

         Adjacencies 0.260

G/FAGREE: The administration and reception spaces are located near the main entrance areas, have sight lines of the school entrance, and are near instructional areas. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The administration and reception spaces are located near the main entrance areas, have sight lines of the school entrance, and are near instructional areas. %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.260

G/FAGREE: The administration and reception spaces have adequate and appropriate storage, utilities, technology equipment and fixed equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The administration and reception spaces have adequate and appropriate storage, utilities, technology equipment and fixed equipment. %0

      Restrooms (Student) 0.886

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the restroom spaces are adequately ventilated.  Fixtures are age-appropriate.  Floor and wall surfaces are washable.  Toilet partitions, urinal privacy partitions, towel dispensers, and soap 

dispensers are in place & functional.

%100

Fair50-75% of the restroom spaces are adequately ventilated.  Fixtures are age-appropriate.  Floor and wall surfaces are washable.  Toilet partitions, urinal privacy partitions, towel dispensers, and soap dispensers 

are in place & functional.

%50

P/UFewer than 50% of the rstrm spaces are adequately ventilated.  Fixtures are not age-appropriate.  Floor and wall surfaces are not washable.  Toilet partitions, urinal privacy partitions, towel dispensers, and soap 

dispensers are not in place & functional.

%0

      Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s) 0.681
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FairMost of the administrative spaces (reception, office, work rooms, conf. rooms, restrooms, etc.) are large enough for the school size. %50

P/UFew or none of administrative spaces (reception, office, work rooms, conf. rooms, restrooms, etc.) are large enough for the school size. %0

         Adjacencies 0.260

G/FAGREE: The administration and reception spaces are located near the main entrance areas, have sight lines of the school entrance, and are near instructional areas. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The administration and reception spaces are located near the main entrance areas, have sight lines of the school entrance, and are near instructional areas. %0

         Storage\Fixed Equip. 0.260

G/FAGREE: The administration and reception spaces have adequate and appropriate storage, utilities, technology equipment and fixed equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: The administration and reception spaces have adequate and appropriate storage, utilities, technology equipment and fixed equipment. %0

      Restrooms (Student) 0.886

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the restroom spaces are adequately ventilated.  Fixtures are age-appropriate.  Floor and wall surfaces are washable.  Toilet partitions, urinal privacy partitions, towel dispensers, and soap 

dispensers are in place & functional.

%100

Fair50-75% of the restroom spaces are adequately ventilated.  Fixtures are age-appropriate.  Floor and wall surfaces are washable.  Toilet partitions, urinal privacy partitions, towel dispensers, and soap dispensers 

are in place & functional.

%50

P/UFewer than 50% of the rstrm spaces are adequately ventilated.  Fixtures are not age-appropriate.  Floor and wall surfaces are not washable.  Toilet partitions, urinal privacy partitions, towel dispensers, and soap 

dispensers are not in place & functional.

%0

      Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s) 0.681

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the teacher lounge, workrooms, and restrooms are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main instructional areas, and have appropriate storage, utilities, technology 

equipment and fixed equipment.

%100

Fair50-75% of the teacher lounge, workrooms, and restrooms are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main instructional areas, and have appropriate storage, utilities, technology equipment 

and fixed equipment.

%50

P/UFewer than 50% of the teacher lounge, workrooms, and restrooms are large enough for the school size.  They're not located near the main instructional areas, and have inadequate storage, utilities, technology 

equipment and fixed equipment.

%0

      Cafeteria 5.000

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the cafeteria spaces (cafeteria, table and chair storage, etc.) are sized correctly. Circulation and routing are good.  They are acoustically isolated, have appropriate storage and seating. %100

FairMost of the cafeteria spaces (cafeteria, table and chair storage, etc.) are sized correctly. Circulation and routing are good.  They are acoustically isolated, have appropriate storage and seating. %67

PoorSome of the cafeteria spaces (cafeteria, table and chair storage, etc.) are sized correctly. Circulation and routing are good.  They are acoustically isolated, have appropriate storage and seating. %33

UnsatFew or none of the cafeteria spaces (cafeteria, table and chair storage, etc.) are sized correctly. Circulation and routing are good.  They are acoustically isolated, have appropriate storage and seating. %0

      Food Prep 6.632

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the food prep spaces (kitchen, freezer, cooler, storage, office, etc.) are sized correctly. They are acoustically isolated, have provisions for pickup and delivery, & have adequate storage, 

utilities, and fixed equip.

%100

FairMost of the food prep spaces (kitchen, freezer, cooler, storage, office, etc.) are sized correctly. They are acoustically isolated, have provisions for pickup and delivery, & have adequate storage, utilities, and fixed 

equip.

%67

PoorSome of the food prep spaces (kitchen, freezer, cooler, storage, office, etc.) are sized correctly. They are not acoustically isolated, have no provisions for pickup and delivery, and inadequate storage, utilities, 

and fixed equip.

%33

UnsatFew or none of the food prep spaces (kitchen, freezer, cooler, storage, office, etc.) are sized correctly. They are not acoustically isolated, have no provisions for pickup and delivery, and inadequate storage, 

utilities, and fixed equip.

%0

      Counseling 0.312

GoodAll, or nearly all, of the counseling spaces (offices, reception, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main instructional areas, and have adequate storage, utilities, and fixed 

equipment.

%100

FairMost of the counseling spaces (offices, reception, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main instructional areas, and have adequate storage, utilities, and fixed equipment. %50

P/UFew or none of the counseling spaces (offices, reception, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are located away from the main instructional areas, and have inadequate storage, utilities, and fixed 

equipment.

%0

      Clinic 0.255

G/FAGREE: Clinic spaces (office, restroom, clinic, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main administrative area, and have adequate storage, utilities, and fixed equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Clinic spaces (office, restroom, clinic, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main administrative area, and have adequate storage, utilities, and fixed equipment. %0

      Custodial & Maintenance 0.500

G/FAGREE: Custodial and maintenance spaces (custodial closets, fire proof equipment storage, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are conveniently located and have adequate storage, utilities, and 

fixed equipment.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Custodial and maintenance spaces (custodial closets, fire proof equipment storage, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are conveniently located and have adequate storage, utilities, 

and fixed equipment.

%0
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G/FAGREE: Clinic spaces (office, restroom, clinic, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main administrative area, and have adequate storage, utilities, and fixed equipment. %100

P/UDISAGREE: Clinic spaces (office, restroom, clinic, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are located near the main administrative area, and have adequate storage, utilities, and fixed equipment. %0

      Custodial & Maintenance 0.500

G/FAGREE: Custodial and maintenance spaces (custodial closets, fire proof equipment storage, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are conveniently located and have adequate storage, utilities, and 

fixed equipment.

%100

P/UDISAGREE: Custodial and maintenance spaces (custodial closets, fire proof equipment storage, etc.) are large enough for the school size.  They are conveniently located and have adequate storage, utilities, 

and fixed equipment.

%0
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   Technology Readiness 100.000

      Comm/IT Equipment Environment 15.000

GoodAGREE: Equipment is located in a place designed for comm./IT equipment.  Space is properly conditioned, secure, easily accessible, and within 90 meters (295 ft) of the equipment it serves. The area has 

adequate storage, utilities, and fixed equipment.

%100

FairMOST: Equipment is located in a place designed for comm./IT equipment.  Space is properly conditioned, secure, easily accessible, and within 90 meters (295 ft) of the equipment it serves. The area has 

adequate storage, utilities, and fixed equipment.

%50

UnsatDISAGREE: Equipment is located in a place designed for comm./IT equipment.  Space is properly conditioned, secure, easily accessible, and within 90 meters (295 ft) of the equipment it serves. The area has 

adequate storage, utilities, and fixed equipment.

%0

      Electrical Power 10.000

GoodAGREE: Each instructional space (classrooms, library, etc. has sufficient electrical power requirements and outlets for a minimum of five computers. %100

FairMORE THAN HALF: Each instructional space (classrooms, library, etc. has sufficient electrical power requirements and outlets for a minimum of five computers. %50

UnsatDISAGREE: Each instructional space (classrooms, library, etc. has sufficient electrical power requirements and outlets for a minimum of five computers. %0

      Cooling 10.000

GoodAGREE: Each classroom or computer lab has sufficient HVAC capacity for the number of computers present.  The spaces have adequate year round cooling and ventilation. %100

FairMORE THAN HALF: Each classroom or computer lab has sufficient HVAC capacity for the number of computers present.  The spaces have adequate year round cooling and ventilation. %50

UnsatDISAGREE: Each classroom or computer lab has sufficient HVAC capacity for the number of computers present.  The spaces have adequate year round cooling and ventilation. %0

      Drops & Wireless 10.000

GoodAGREE: Each instructional space (classrooms, library, etc.) has computer drops for a minimum of five computers or the facility has wireless capability. %100

FairMOST: Each instructional space (classrooms, library, etc.) has computer drops for a minimum of five computers or the facility has wireless capability. %67

PoorSOME: Each instructional space (classrooms, library, etc.) has computer drops for a minimum of five computers or the facility has wireless capability. %33

UnsatDISAGREE: Each instructional space (classrooms, library, etc.) has computer drops for a minimum of five computers or the facility has wireless capability. %0

      LAN Connectivity 15.000

GoodAll, or nearly all, Computers are connected to the local area network. %100

FairMOST: Computers are connected to the local area network. %67

PoorSOME: Computers are connected to the local area network. %33

UnsatNONE: Computers are connected to the local area network. %0

      WAN Backbone 10.000

GoodFIBER:  The facility has fiber based connectivity to the Internet. %100

FairT1:  The facility has T1 based connectivity to the Internet. %67

PoorDSL:  The facility has DSL based connectivity to the Internet. %33

UnsatDIAL-UP: The facility has dial-up based connectivity to the Internet. %0

      LAN-WAN Performance 10.000

GoodAGREE: Internet connectivity  is available and reliable all of the time. %100

FairMOST: Internet connectivity  is available and reliable a majority of the time. %67

PoorSOME: Internet connectivity  is available and reliable some of the time. %33

UnsatDISAGREE: Internet connectivity  is available and reliable all of the time. %0

      Video Distribution 5.000

GoodAGREE: The facility has infrastructure for video distribution (e.g. cable TV, satellite, streaming, or other video system).

 

%100

FairMORE THAN HALF: The facility has infrastructure for video distribution (e.g. cable TV, satellite, streaming, or other video system). %50

UnsatDISAGREE: The facility has infrastructure for video distribution (e.g. cable TV, satellite, streaming, or other video system). %0

      Voice Distribution 5.000

GoodPHONE AND INTERCOM AND OUTSIDE LINE ACCESS AND VM: The facility has 2-way voice communication to the classrooms via phone with intercom services including access to outside lines.  Faculty 

and staff have voice mail access.

%100

FairPHONE OR INTERCOM: More than half of the facility has 2-way voice communication to the classrooms via phone or intercom services and access to outside lines.  Faculty and staff have voice mail access. %50

UnsatDISAGREE: The facility has 2-way voice communication to the classrooms via phone or intercom services and access to outside lines. Faculty and staff have voice mail access. %0

      Faculty & Staff Technology 10.000

GoodAGREE: Faculty stations have hardwire connections and sufficient electrical power to run computers and multimedia equipment in classrooms.  Staff stations have appropriately 

located computer drops and electrical outlets.

%100

FairMOST: Faculty stations have hardwire connections and sufficient electrical power to run computers and multimedia equipment in classrooms.  Staff stations have appropriately 

located computer drops and electrical outlets.

%67

PoorSOME: Faculty stations have hardwire connections and sufficient electrical power to run computers and multimedia equipment in classrooms.  Staff stations have appropriately 

located computer drops and electrical outlets.

%33

UnsatDISAGREE: Faculty stations have hardwire connections and sufficient electrical power to run computers and multimedia equipment in classrooms.  Staff stations have appropriately 

located computer drops and electrical outlets.

%0
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FairPHONE OR INTERCOM: More than half of the facility has 2-way voice communication to the classrooms via phone or intercom services and access to outside lines.  Faculty and staff have voice mail access. %50

UnsatDISAGREE: The facility has 2-way voice communication to the classrooms via phone or intercom services and access to outside lines. Faculty and staff have voice mail access. %0

      Faculty & Staff Technology 10.000

GoodAGREE: Faculty stations have hardwire connections and sufficient electrical power to run computers and multimedia equipment in classrooms.  Staff stations have appropriately 

located computer drops and electrical outlets.

%100

FairMOST: Faculty stations have hardwire connections and sufficient electrical power to run computers and multimedia equipment in classrooms.  Staff stations have appropriately 

located computer drops and electrical outlets.

%67

PoorSOME: Faculty stations have hardwire connections and sufficient electrical power to run computers and multimedia equipment in classrooms.  Staff stations have appropriately 

located computer drops and electrical outlets.

%33

UnsatDISAGREE: Faculty stations have hardwire connections and sufficient electrical power to run computers and multimedia equipment in classrooms.  Staff stations have appropriately 

located computer drops and electrical outlets.

%0
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FairBuilding is accessible, however all rooms are not accessible or, all levels are not directly accessible (e.g. travel between levels requires exiting the building or using a long indirect route). Some restrooms are 

accessible. Deficiencies in reachability 

%0

PoorBuilding accessible but not up to ADA standards (e.g. remote or service entrance). Special measures have to be taken to assist persons with disabilities to function. Some levels or areas not accessible. No 

restrooms meet requirements. Deficiencies in reachability and signage also exist.

%0

UnsatBuilding inaccessible. No access to any level. %0
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   2-3 Story, 130,000 GSF 100.000

      Structural 52.713

         Foundation\Structure 19.264

NewNEW: Foundation/Structure less than one year old and shows no visible signs of distress or failure in building. Preventative maintenance will be adequate. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: No visible signs of distress or failure in building. Routine maintenance will be adequate. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Minor shrinkage cracks in floor.  No disruption of service in facility.  A few minor cracks in walls with no water intrusion into building. Continuous observation recommended.  Repair to cracks 

should occur.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Settlement cracks in floor affecting building function. Distinct signs of roof or wall leaks and water penetrating into building.  Corrective action should take place at once to stop any further 

damage.

%30

UnsatREPLACEMENT:  Foundations, columns, beams or structural walls showing signs of failure or distress such as cracking or crushing. Emergency attention required, such as shoring and possible excavation or 

restricted access. 

%0

         Exterior Walls 5.162

NewNEW: Exterior walls less than one year old and show no apparent problems. Total systems in sound condition. No sign of water intrusion or damage. Preventative maintenance adequate. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: No apparent problems. Total systems in sound condition. No sign of water intrusion or damage. Routine maintenance adequate. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Slight cracking or damage of face wall. Any water intrusion inconsequential. Flashing systems working well to expel water away from wall. Continual monitoring required and schedule timely 

corrective work.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Major cracking/damage apparent.  Water intrusion apparent. Signs of water entrance into building and penetration into other areas. Calls for immediate attention and corrective work. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: Extensive damage to building interior materials/systems obvious. Emergency attention/possible replacement required. %0

         Roof 2.437

NewNEW: Roof less than one year old and roof membranes, flashing and entire system sound and complete. No failure or problems of any kind apparent. Preventative maintenance sufficient. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: Roof membranes, flashing and entire system sound and complete. No failure or problems of any kind apparent. Routine maintenance sufficient. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: No apparent failure evident. Minor repairable problems visible such as built-up membrane blisters, loose or displaced flashing and broken tiles/shingles on a sloped tile/shingle roof. Timely 

repair and attention called for.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Some system failure apparent. Water intrusion evident. Immediate repair and attention called for. Emergency and stop-gap temporary measures called for should extreme weather conditions 

occur such as high wind or severe temperatures.

%30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: Severe and extensive failure of system apparent, resulting in extensive damage to building, disruption of operation or damage to systems or equipment. Conditions call for immediate 

intervention and replacement.

%0

         Exterior Windows 3.710

NewNEW: Windows less than one year old and windows are in new condition with all operations normal. Preventative maintenance sufficient. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: Windows in good condition with all operations normal. Routine maintenance sufficient. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Slight problems with windows which are easily repaired or adjusted such as individual broken panes, hardware missing or inoperative, caulking, etc. Schedule repair to stop further deterioration. 

Windows lack good thermal characteristics.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Significant problems affecting the operation of most windows such as missing or inoperative locking devices or poor ease of operation. Failure of any emergency devices call for immediate 

attention.  Windows in need of prompt repair.

%30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: Extensive failure of emergency devices,  windows inoperable due to broken parts, or windows themselves are broken. Immediate attention and correction required. %0

         Exterior Doors 0.383

NewNEW: Exterior doors less than one year old and doors in new condition with all operations normal. Preventative maintenance sufficient. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: Doors in good condition with all operations normal. Routine maintenance sufficient. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Slight problems with doors  which are easily repaired or adjusted such as individual  hardware missing or inoperative, painting, etc. Schedule timely repair to stop further deterioration. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Significant problems affecting the operation of doors such as locking devices inoperative or poor ease of operation. Failure of any emergency devices call for immediate attention and repair. 

Doors in need of prompt repair.

%30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: Extensive failure of emergency devices, doors inoperable due to broken parts, or doors themselves are broken. Immediate attention and correction required. %0

         Interior Floors 7.147

NewNEW: Floors less than one year old and preventative maintenance is adequate to preserve quality of finishes and prevent premature aging. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: Routine maintenance is adequate to preserve quality of finishes and prevent premature aging. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Signs of wear apparent. Carpets have tears or stains, tiles are worn or chipped. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Significant signs of wear apparent. Material nearing end of service life. Replacement and renewal of finish or covering should be scheduled. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: Possible hazardous conditions present including friable asbestos. Needs immediate attention. Finish or floor worn out. Carpets soiled to unsightly condition. Floor tile broken or chipped. %0

         Interior Walls 6.695

NewNEW: Interior walls less than one year old and preventative maintenance adequate. Material is clean and in good condition. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: Routine maintenance adequate. Material is clean and in good condition. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Soiled, worn, or cracked surfaces beginning to appear. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Badly soiled or stained surfaces, cracking, which can be repaired and patched, evident; timely repair can correct problems. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: Fallen plaster or severely impaired surfaces. Wall tile broke or missing. Deficiencies causing conditions resulting in damage to substrate and surface. Material may contain friable asbestos.  

Corrective action should be taken immediately.

%0

         Interior Doors 1.054

NewNEW: Interior doors and hardware are less than a year old and in good working condition. Requires only preventive maintenance. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: Interior doors and hardware are in good working order and only requires routine maintenance. %90
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         Interior Floors 7.147

NewNEW: Floors less than one year old and preventative maintenance is adequate to preserve quality of finishes and prevent premature aging. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: Routine maintenance is adequate to preserve quality of finishes and prevent premature aging. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Signs of wear apparent. Carpets have tears or stains, tiles are worn or chipped. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Significant signs of wear apparent. Material nearing end of service life. Replacement and renewal of finish or covering should be scheduled. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: Possible hazardous conditions present including friable asbestos. Needs immediate attention. Finish or floor worn out. Carpets soiled to unsightly condition. Floor tile broken or chipped. %0

         Interior Walls 6.695

NewNEW: Interior walls less than one year old and preventative maintenance adequate. Material is clean and in good condition. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: Routine maintenance adequate. Material is clean and in good condition. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Soiled, worn, or cracked surfaces beginning to appear. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Badly soiled or stained surfaces, cracking, which can be repaired and patched, evident; timely repair can correct problems. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: Fallen plaster or severely impaired surfaces. Wall tile broke or missing. Deficiencies causing conditions resulting in damage to substrate and surface. Material may contain friable asbestos.  

Corrective action should be taken immediately.

%0

         Interior Doors 1.054

NewNEW: Interior doors and hardware are less than a year old and in good working condition. Requires only preventive maintenance. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: Interior doors and hardware are in good working order and only requires routine maintenance. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: The system is in working order but needs maintenance. Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 30% of the systems value. Deficiencies include; damaged doors, doors that need 

painting, broken or malfunctioning hardware items.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: System in working order with numerous problems.  Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 60% of system value. Deficiencies include; damaged doors, doors that need painting, broken 

or malfunctioning hardware items.

%30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: A majority of the doors and hardware not in working order. Deficiencies will cost more than 60% of system value. %0

         Ceiling 5.080

NewNEW: Ceiling less than one year old and in good condition. Preventative maintenance adequate. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: No apparent deficiencies or problems. Routine maintenance adequate to preserve and maintain. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Slight soiling or discoloration visible. Prompt corrective action can bring surfaces back to good appearance and routine maintenance capable of preserving use. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Soiled, stained, cracked conditions. Evidence of water intrusion.  Lay-in ceiling tiles missing, broken or discolored, tiles should be replaced. Plaster should be repaired and surfaces painted.  

Maintenance will restore to usable condition.

%30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: Broken, chipped, sagging and severely stained material widely evident. Substrate and finish must be repaired. Unsafe and hazardous conditions must be corrected. %0

         Fixed Equipment 1.780

NewNEW: Fixed Equipment less than one year old in good working condition. Preventative maintenance adequate. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: Equipment in good working condition. Routine maintenance adequate. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Equipment worn and well used. Parts may need to be replaced. Equipment in working order but may require more than routine maintenance. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Maintenance costs high. Fairly frequent breakdowns with some loss of service time. Parts may be difficult to obtain or are expensive. Equipment may be inefficient. Service life is limited and 

replacement should be scheduled.

%30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: Breakdowns are frequent. Parts are no longer available or cost prohibitive. Equipment out of service most of the time. Immediate replacement called for. Safety devices missing or inadequate. %0

      Mechanical 39.606

         Electrical 6.558

            Main Service 3.279

NewNEW: The main electrical service is less than a year old and requires only preventive maintenance. There is a single disconnect. Service has some spare capacity. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: The main service is sized appropriately, in good condition, safe, and only requires routine maintenance.  There is a single disconnect. Service has some spare capacity. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: The main service needs minor upgrades such as some additional capacity. Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 30% of the system value. There is a single main disconnect. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: The main service needs significant upgrades or additional capacity.  Deficiencies can be corrected for no more than 60% of system value.  There is not a single main disconnect. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: The main service does not meet the needs of the facility, is in significant disrepair, lacks sufficient capacity, and/or is unsafe. The service should be replaced. %0

            Distribution 3.279

NewNEW: The electrical distribution system (conduits, wiring, outlets, and switches) is less than a year old and requires only preventive maintenance. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: The electrical distribution system is in good condition, safe, and only requires routine maintenance. Conduits, junction boxes, switches, outlets  good, appropriately mounted, and in 

sufficient quantity. GFI and ground outlets exist.

%90

FairMINOR REPAIR: The distribution system needs repairs and upgrades, which do not exceed 30% of the system value. Some conduits, junction boxes, switches or outlets need to be replaced. Additional outlets 

may be needed.  GFI's not present.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: The system needs repairs, which do not exceed 60% of the system value.  Numerous outlets are not grounded, conduits are rusted, damaged or not securely mounted.  No GFI's. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: The system does not meet the needs of the facility, is in significant disrepair, lacks sufficient capacity, and/or is unsafe. The system should be replaced. %0

         Plumbing 4.915

            Supply 1.638

NewNEW: The plumbing supply system is less than a year old and in good working condition. Requires only preventive maintenance. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: The system is in good working order and only requires routine maintenance. Insulation is in place. No leaking parts. No rust or corrosion. Water heater efficient.  Sound and vibration 

controls exist. Sufficient shut-off valves exist. 

%90

FairMINOR REPAIR: System works but needs maint. Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 30% of the systems value. Missing insulation, leaks, rust, mineral deposits, no shut-off valves, excessive noise, 

no backflow prevention, inefficient water heater.

%60
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PoorMAJOR REPAIR: The main service needs significant upgrades or additional capacity.  Deficiencies can be corrected for no more than 60% of system value.  There is not a single main disconnect. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: The main service does not meet the needs of the facility, is in significant disrepair, lacks sufficient capacity, and/or is unsafe. The service should be replaced. %0

            Distribution 3.279

NewNEW: The electrical distribution system (conduits, wiring, outlets, and switches) is less than a year old and requires only preventive maintenance. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: The electrical distribution system is in good condition, safe, and only requires routine maintenance. Conduits, junction boxes, switches, outlets  good, appropriately mounted, and in 

sufficient quantity. GFI and ground outlets exist.

%90

FairMINOR REPAIR: The distribution system needs repairs and upgrades, which do not exceed 30% of the system value. Some conduits, junction boxes, switches or outlets need to be replaced. Additional outlets 

may be needed.  GFI's not present.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: The system needs repairs, which do not exceed 60% of the system value.  Numerous outlets are not grounded, conduits are rusted, damaged or not securely mounted.  No GFI's. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: The system does not meet the needs of the facility, is in significant disrepair, lacks sufficient capacity, and/or is unsafe. The system should be replaced. %0

         Plumbing 4.915

            Supply 1.638

NewNEW: The plumbing supply system is less than a year old and in good working condition. Requires only preventive maintenance. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: The system is in good working order and only requires routine maintenance. Insulation is in place. No leaking parts. No rust or corrosion. Water heater efficient.  Sound and vibration 

controls exist. Sufficient shut-off valves exist. 

%90

FairMINOR REPAIR: System works but needs maint. Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 30% of the systems value. Missing insulation, leaks, rust, mineral deposits, no shut-off valves, excessive noise, 

no backflow prevention, inefficient water heater.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: System works but has many problems.  Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 60% of system value. Missing insulation, leaks, rust, mineral deposits, no shut-off valves, excessive 

noise, no backflow prevention, inefficient water heater.

%30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: System is not working or requires repairs in excess of 60% of system value. Frequent leaks.  Damage to other building systems. Significant rust, corrosion, or mineral deposits. %0

            Fixtures 1.638

NewNEW: The plumbing fixtures are less than a year old and in good working condition. Require only preventive maintenance. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: The fixtures are in good working order and only require routine maintenance. Insulation is in place. No leaking parts. No rust, cracked or stained fixtures. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: The fixtures are in working order but need maintenance. Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 30% of the systems value. Leaks, rust, stained or broken/inoperative fixtures, and 

mineral deposits noted.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Fixtures have many problems.  Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 60% of system value.  Leaks, rust, stained or broken/inoperative fixtures, and mineral deposits noted. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: System is not working or requires repairs in excess of 60% of system value. Frequent leaks.  Broken or inoperative fixtures causing damage to other building systems. Extensive rust, 

corrosion, or mineral deposits.

%0

            Waste 1.638

NewNEW: The plumbing waste water system is less than a year old and in good working condition. Requires only preventive maintenance. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: The system is in good working order and only requires routine maintenance. No leaking parts. No rust or corrosion. Sound and vibration controls exist. Sufficient clean-outs exist. 

Sump pumps where necessary are automatic.

%90

FairMINOR REPAIR: The system is in working order but needs maintenance. Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 30% of the systems value. Deficiencies include; leaks rust/corrosion, insufficient 

clean-outs, inoperative sump pumps.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: System in working order but has numerous problems.  Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 60% of system value. Deficiencies include; leaks rust/corrosion, insufficient clean-outs, 

inoperative sump pumps.

%30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: System is not working or requires repairs in excess of 60% of system value. Frequent leaks.  Damage to other building systems occurs. Extensive rust or corrosion. %0

         HVAC 19.456

            Energy Generation 9.728

NewNEW: The heating/cooling generation system is less than a year old and in good working condition. Requires only preventive maintenance. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: The system is in good working order, efficient, and only requires routine maintenance. Insulation is in place. No leaking parts. No rust or corrosion. Automatic controls in working 

order. Sound and vibration controls exist. 

%90

FairMINOR REPAIR: The system is in working order but needs maintenance. Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 30% of the systems value. Deficiencies include: missing insulation, leaks, rust, excessive 

noise, inefficient operation.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: System in working order but has frequent breakdowns.  Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 60% of system value. Deficiencies include; missing insulation, leaks, rust, excessive 

noise, and inefficient operation.

%30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: System is not working or requires repairs in excess of 60% of system value. Frequent breakdowns. Inefficient operation. Safety concerns. Age of system makes parts expensive or difficult to 

obtain.

%0

            Distribution 5.837

NewNEW: The distribution system is less than a year old and in good working condition. Requires only preventive maintenance. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: The system is in good working order, efficient, and only requires routine maintenance. Insulation is in place. System is balanced. No excessive noise. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: System works but needs maintenance. Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 30% of the sys. value. Missing insulation, leaks, rust/dirt, excessive noise, broken dampers/valves, lack of 

fin-type heat excngrs, and inefficient operation.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: System works, unbalanced and inefficient. Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 60% of sys. value. Missing insulation, leaks, rust/dirt, excessive noise, broken dampers/valves, no 

fin-type heat exchangers.

%30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: System is not working or requires repairs in excess of 60% of system value. Frequent breakdowns. Inefficient operation. Safety concerns. Age of system may make parts expensive or difficult 

to obtain.

%0

            Controls 3.891

NewNEW: The controls are less than a year old, state of the art, computer controlled and centrally monitored, and in good working condition. Require only preventive maintenance. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: The controls are in good working order and only require routine maintenance. Controls not necessarily state of the art or centrally controlled. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: The controls are in working order but need maintenance. Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 30% of the systems value.  Some controls inoperable. %60
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FairMINOR REPAIR: The system is in working order but needs maintenance. Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 30% of the systems value. Deficiencies include: missing insulation, leaks, rust, excessive 

noise, inefficient operation.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: System in working order but has frequent breakdowns.  Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 60% of system value. Deficiencies include; missing insulation, leaks, rust, excessive 

noise, and inefficient operation.

%30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: System is not working or requires repairs in excess of 60% of system value. Frequent breakdowns. Inefficient operation. Safety concerns. Age of system makes parts expensive or difficult to 

obtain.

%0

            Distribution 5.837

NewNEW: The distribution system is less than a year old and in good working condition. Requires only preventive maintenance. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: The system is in good working order, efficient, and only requires routine maintenance. Insulation is in place. System is balanced. No excessive noise. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: System works but needs maintenance. Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 30% of the sys. value. Missing insulation, leaks, rust/dirt, excessive noise, broken dampers/valves, lack of 

fin-type heat excngrs, and inefficient operation.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: System works, unbalanced and inefficient. Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 60% of sys. value. Missing insulation, leaks, rust/dirt, excessive noise, broken dampers/valves, no 

fin-type heat exchangers.

%30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: System is not working or requires repairs in excess of 60% of system value. Frequent breakdowns. Inefficient operation. Safety concerns. Age of system may make parts expensive or difficult 

to obtain.

%0

            Controls 3.891

NewNEW: The controls are less than a year old, state of the art, computer controlled and centrally monitored, and in good working condition. Require only preventive maintenance. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: The controls are in good working order and only require routine maintenance. Controls not necessarily state of the art or centrally controlled. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: The controls are in working order but need maintenance. Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 30% of the systems value.  Some controls inoperable. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Controls are in poor working order. Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 60% of the systems value. Poor heating/cooling in numerous rooms due to malfunctioning controls. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: Controls are not working, non-existent, or require repairs in excess of 60% of system value. %0

         Lighting 4.792

NewNEW: The lighting system is less than a year old, energy efficient, and in good working condition. Requires only preventive maintenance. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: The system is in good working order, energy efficient and only requires routine maintenance. No broken fixtures or lenses. Appropriate lighting levels. No bare fixtures in public areas. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: The system is in working order but needs maintenance. Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 30% of the systems value. Deficiencies include: non-functioning fixtures, poor light levels, 

unprotected bulbs, inefficient fixtures.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: System in working order with numerous problems.  Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 60% of system value.  Deficiencies include: non-functioning fixtures, poor light levels, 

unprotected bulbs, inefficient fixtures.

%30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: System is not working or requires repairs in excess of 60% of system value. Extensive broken fixtures, low light levels everywhere, inefficient fixtures. %0

         Elevators and Conveyances 0.548

NewNEW: System less than one year old and state/local inspection certifies that all components are in working condition. No evidence of malfunction or imminent decline in performance. Continued preventative 

maintenance adequate to sustain this condition.

%100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: State/local inspection certifies that all components are in working condition. No evidence of malfunction or imminent decline in performance. Continued routine maintenance adequate 

to sustain this condition.

%90

FairMINOR REPAIR: State/local inspection requires some minor items to be repaired. System continues to perform within acceptable standards, but there is some increase in down time. Some elements require 

adjustment, service or other repair.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: State/local inspections require frequent and/or major systems repairs. System performs below acceptable standards. Major components require constant attention and should be extensively 

repaired or replaced. Down-time is high relative to use.

%30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: State/local inspection recommends replacement or decertification. System at end of its useful life and cannot feasibly be restored to acceptable standards. Down-time and/or repair frequency 

is high and/or parts are difficult to obtain.

%0

         Special Lab 1.369

NewNEW: System less than one year old and all components are in good condition. Continued preventative maintenance adequate to sustain this condition. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: All components are in good condition. No evidence of dysfunction. Continued routine maintenance adequate to sustain this condition. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: System continues to perform within acceptable standards to provide adequate functionality and service, but there is some increase in down time. Some elements require adjustment, service or 

repair.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: System performs below acceptable standards for service and functionality. Major components require constant attention and should be extensively repaired or replaced. Down time is high 

relative to system use.

%30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: System has reached the end of its useful service life and cannot feasibly be restored to acceptable standards of service and functionality. Down time and/or repair frequency is high and/or 

parts and subcomponents are difficult to obtain.

%0

         Connectivity 1.968

NewNEW: Recently installed wiring, connectors and equipment supporting connectivity for data and telephone systems.  All system connectivity elements operational. Only preventative maintenance required. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: All system connectivity elements in good working condition. Only routine maintenance required. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: System is in working order but needs maintenance. Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 30% of the systems value. Deficiencies include; inoperable plugs, broken or outdated wiring 

and the need for additional wall plugs.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: System needs repairs that do not exceed more than 60% of the systems value. Deficiencies include; inoperable plugs, broken or outdated wiring and the need for additional wall plugs. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: The system does not meet the needs of the facility, is in significant disrepair, lacks sufficient capacity, and/or does not support the technical direction of the facility. The system should be 

replaced.

%0

      Safety\Fire Protection 7.681

         Means of Exit 1.369

            Exit Operation 0.685
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GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: All components are in good condition. No evidence of dysfunction. Continued routine maintenance adequate to sustain this condition. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: System continues to perform within acceptable standards to provide adequate functionality and service, but there is some increase in down time. Some elements require adjustment, service or 

repair.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: System performs below acceptable standards for service and functionality. Major components require constant attention and should be extensively repaired or replaced. Down time is high 

relative to system use.

%30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: System has reached the end of its useful service life and cannot feasibly be restored to acceptable standards of service and functionality. Down time and/or repair frequency is high and/or 

parts and subcomponents are difficult to obtain.

%0

         Connectivity 1.968

NewNEW: Recently installed wiring, connectors and equipment supporting connectivity for data and telephone systems.  All system connectivity elements operational. Only preventative maintenance required. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: All system connectivity elements in good working condition. Only routine maintenance required. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: System is in working order but needs maintenance. Deficiencies can be repaired for no more than 30% of the systems value. Deficiencies include; inoperable plugs, broken or outdated wiring 

and the need for additional wall plugs.

%60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: System needs repairs that do not exceed more than 60% of the systems value. Deficiencies include; inoperable plugs, broken or outdated wiring and the need for additional wall plugs. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: The system does not meet the needs of the facility, is in significant disrepair, lacks sufficient capacity, and/or does not support the technical direction of the facility. The system should be 

replaced.

%0

      Safety\Fire Protection 7.681

         Means of Exit 1.369

            Exit Operation 0.685

NewNEW: System less than one year old and  exit doors are in good operational order (easy to open, at grade level; exit lights, exit corridor lights, and panic bars operational). %100

GoodAGREE: Exit doors are in good operational order (easy to open, at grade level; exit lights, exit corridor lights, and panic bars operational). %90

FairMOST: Exit doors are in good operational order (easy to open, at grade level; exit lights, exit corridor lights, and panic bars operational). %60

PoorSOME: Exit doors are in good operational order (easy to open, at grade level; exit lights, exit corridor lights, and panic bars operational). %30

UnsatDISAGREE: Exit doors are in good operational order (easy to open, at grade level; exit lights, exit corridor lights, and panic bars operational). %0

            Exit Safety 0.685

NewNEW: System less than one year old and exit doors and routes are adequate (door width, door quantity, door location, exit doors provided with landings on either side and have flat thresholds, staircase width, 

stair quantity, stair location).

%100

GoodAGREE: Exit doors and routes are adequate (door width, door quantity, door location, exit doors provided with landings on either side and have flat thresholds, staircase width, stair quantity, stair location). %90

FairMOST: Exit doors and routes are adequate (door width, door quantity, door location, exit doors provided with landings on either side and have flat thresholds, staircase width, stair quantity, stair location). %60

PoorSOME: Exit doors and routes are adequate (door width, door quantity, door location, exit doors provided with landings on either side and have flat thresholds, staircase width, stair quantity, stair location). %30

UnsatDISAGREE: Exit doors and routes area adequate (door width, door quantity, door location, exit doors provided with landings on either side and have flat thresholds, staircase width, stair quantity, stair location). %0

         Fire Control Capability 1.821

            Fire Control Operation 0.911

NewNEW: System less than one year old and fire control equipment is in good working order and has been inspected within the last year (extinguishers, hoses, sprinkler, valves, air duct fire dampers). %100

GoodAGREE: Fire control equipment is in good working order and has been inspected within the last year extinguishers, hoses, sprinkler, valves, air duct fire dampers). %90

FairMOST: Fire control equipment is in good working order and has been inspected within the last year extinguishers, hoses, sprinkler, valves, air duct fire dampers). %60

PoorSOME: Fire control equipment is in good working order and has been inspected within the last year (extinguishers, hoses, sprinkler, valves, air duct fire dampers). %30

UnsatDISAGREE: Fire control equipment is in good working order and has been inspected witting the last year (extinguishers, hoses, sprinkler, valves, air duct fire dampers). %0

            Fire Control Safety 0.911

NewNEW: System less than one year old and fire control equipment is adequate (air duct fire dampers, drapes and curtains, extinguishers, sprinklers, hoses).  Air handling fans are interlocked with alarm system to 

shut down in case of fire.

%100

GoodAGREE: Fire control equipment is adequate (air duct fire dampers, drapes and curtains, extinguishers, sprinklers, hoses).  Air handling fans are interlocked with alarm system to shut down in case of fire. %90

FairMOST: Fire control equipment is adequate (air duct fire dampers, drapes and curtains, extinguishers, sprinklers, hoses).  Air handling fans are interlocked with alarm system to shut down in case of fire. %60

PoorSOME: Fire control equipment is adequate (air duct fire dampers, drapes and curtains, extinguishers, sprinklers, hoses).  Air handling fans are interlocked with alarm system to shut down in case of fire. %30

UnsatDISAGREE: Fire control equipment is adequate (air duct fire dampers, drapes and curtains, extinguishers, sprinklers, hoses).  Air handling fans are interlocked with alarm system to shut down in case of fire. %0

         Fire Alarm System 1.561

            Fire Alarm Operation 0.780

NewNEW: System less than one year old and a sound alarm exists throughout the building that is actuated by the building fire alarm panel. System has both flashing lights and audible signals. Fire alarm system 

supplied with emergency power.

%100

GoodAGREE: A sound alarm exists throughout the building that is actuated by the building fire alarm panel. System has both flashing lights and audible signals. Fire alarm system supplied with emergency power. %90

FairMOST: A sound alarm exists throughout the building that is actuated by the building fire alarm panel. System has both flashing lights and audible signals. Fire alarm system supplied with emergency power. %60

PoorSOME: A sound alarm exists throughout the building that is actuated by the building fire alarm panel. System has both flashing lights and audible signals. Fire alarm system supplied with emergency power. %30

UnsatDISAGREE:  A sound alarm exists throughout the building that is actuated by the building fire alarm panel. System has both flashing lights and audible signals. Fire alarm system supplied with emergency 

power.

%0

            Fire Alarm Connectivity 0.780

NewNEW: System less than one year old and water flow switches on fire fighting main water pipes are connected to and supervised from a permanent and visible central fire alarm panel. System is connected to a 

central monitoring service or the fire department.

%100

GoodAGREE: Water flow switches on fire fighting main water pipes are connected to and supervised from a permanent and visible central fire alarm panel. System is connected to a central monitoring service or the 

fire department.  

%90
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NewNEW: System less than one year old and fire control equipment is adequate (air duct fire dampers, drapes and curtains, extinguishers, sprinklers, hoses).  Air handling fans are interlocked with alarm system to 

shut down in case of fire.

%100

GoodAGREE: Fire control equipment is adequate (air duct fire dampers, drapes and curtains, extinguishers, sprinklers, hoses).  Air handling fans are interlocked with alarm system to shut down in case of fire. %90

FairMOST: Fire control equipment is adequate (air duct fire dampers, drapes and curtains, extinguishers, sprinklers, hoses).  Air handling fans are interlocked with alarm system to shut down in case of fire. %60

PoorSOME: Fire control equipment is adequate (air duct fire dampers, drapes and curtains, extinguishers, sprinklers, hoses).  Air handling fans are interlocked with alarm system to shut down in case of fire. %30

UnsatDISAGREE: Fire control equipment is adequate (air duct fire dampers, drapes and curtains, extinguishers, sprinklers, hoses).  Air handling fans are interlocked with alarm system to shut down in case of fire. %0

         Fire Alarm System 1.561

            Fire Alarm Operation 0.780

NewNEW: System less than one year old and a sound alarm exists throughout the building that is actuated by the building fire alarm panel. System has both flashing lights and audible signals. Fire alarm system 

supplied with emergency power.

%100

GoodAGREE: A sound alarm exists throughout the building that is actuated by the building fire alarm panel. System has both flashing lights and audible signals. Fire alarm system supplied with emergency power. %90

FairMOST: A sound alarm exists throughout the building that is actuated by the building fire alarm panel. System has both flashing lights and audible signals. Fire alarm system supplied with emergency power. %60

PoorSOME: A sound alarm exists throughout the building that is actuated by the building fire alarm panel. System has both flashing lights and audible signals. Fire alarm system supplied with emergency power. %30

UnsatDISAGREE:  A sound alarm exists throughout the building that is actuated by the building fire alarm panel. System has both flashing lights and audible signals. Fire alarm system supplied with emergency 

power.

%0

            Fire Alarm Connectivity 0.780

NewNEW: System less than one year old and water flow switches on fire fighting main water pipes are connected to and supervised from a permanent and visible central fire alarm panel. System is connected to a 

central monitoring service or the fire department.

%100

GoodAGREE: Water flow switches on fire fighting main water pipes are connected to and supervised from a permanent and visible central fire alarm panel. System is connected to a central monitoring service or the 

fire department.  

%90

FairMOST: Water flow switches on fire fighting main water pipes are connected to and supervised from a permanent and visible central fire alarm panel. System is connected to a central monitoring service or the 

fire department.  

%60

PoorSOME: Water flow switches on fire fighting main water pipes are connected to and supervised from a permanent and visible central fire alarm panel. System is connected to a central monitoring service or the 

fire department.  

%30

UnsatDISAGREE: Water flow switches on fire fighting main water pipes are connected to and supervised from a permanent and visible central fire alarm panel. System is connected to a central monitoring service or 

the fire department.

%0

         Emergency Lighting 1.561

NewNEW: System less than one year old and emergency lighting in all large areas including corridors and exits. %100

GoodAGREE: Emergency lighting in all large areas including corridors and exits. %90

FairMOST: Emergency lighting in all large areas including corridors and exits. %60

PoorSOME: Emergency lighting in all large areas including corridors and exits. %30

UnsatDISAGREE: Emergency lighting in all large areas including corridors and exits. %0

         Fire Resistance 1.369

NewNEW: All walls, floors, ceilings, and structural elements are less than one year old and have the required fire resistant construction. %100

GoodAGREE: Walls, floors, ceilings, and structural elements have the current required fire resistant construction. %90

FairMOST: Walls, floors, ceilings, and structural elements have required fire resistance such as occupancy or area separations, structural element protections, wall membranes, stair enclosures. %60

PoorSOME: Walls, floors, ceilings, and structural elements have required fire resistance such as occupancy or area separations, structural element protections, wall membranes, stair enclosures. %30

UnsatDISAGREE: Walls, floors, ceilings, and structural elements have required fire resistance such as occupancy or area separations, structural element protections, wall membranes, stair enclosures. %0

      ADA 0.000

GoodProvisions of the Americans with Disabilities Act regarding building accessibility appear to be complied with. Access is avail. to all rooms and levels, all restrms have appropriate door width, maneuvering space, 

stall size, fixture &  accessory height.

%0

FairBuilding is accessible, however all rooms are not accessible or, all levels are not directly accessible (e.g. travel between levels requires exiting the building or using a long indirect route). Some restrooms are 

accessible. Deficiencies in reachability 

%0

PoorBuilding accessible but not up to ADA standards (e.g. remote or service entrance). Special measures have to be taken to assist persons with disabilities to function. Some levels or areas not accessible. No 

restrooms meet requirements. Deficiencies in reachability and signage also exist.

%0

UnsatBuilding inaccessible. No access to any level. %0
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FairBuilding is accessible, however all rooms are not accessible or, all levels are not directly accessible (e.g. travel between levels requires exiting the building or using a long indirect route). Some restrooms are 

accessible. Deficiencies in reachability 

%0

PoorBuilding accessible but not up to ADA standards (e.g. remote or service entrance). Special measures have to be taken to assist persons with disabilities to function. Some levels or areas not accessible. No 

restrooms meet requirements. Deficiencies in reachability and signage also exist.

%0

UnsatBuilding inaccessible. No access to any level. %0
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   HS Site Condition Assessment 100.000

      Paved Surfaces 64.751

         Parking Lots 19.920

NewNEW: Paving and paint striping are less than one year old and in good condition, no repairs are needed. Preventative maintenance sufficient. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: Paving and paint striping are in good condition and only require routine maintenance. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Minor repairs, patching or paint striping required not exceeding 40% of value. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Significant repairs, patching or  paint striping needed to as much as 70% of value. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: All or majority of system should be replaced. %0

         Driveways 8.630

NewNEW: Paving and curbs are less than a year old and in good condition, no repairs are needed. Preventative maintenance sufficient. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: Paving and curbs are in good condition and only require routine maintenance. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Minor repairs or patching required not exceeding 40% of value. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Significant repairs needed to as much as 70% of value. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: All or majority of system should be replaced. %0

         Sidewalks 10.077

NewNEW: Concrete walks are less than a year old and in good condition, no repairs are needed. Preventative maintenance sufficient. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: Concrete walks are in good condition and only require routine maintenance. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Minor repairs or patching required not exceeding 40% of value. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Significant repairs needed to as much as 70% of value. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: All or majority of system should be replaced. %0

         Athletic Courts 7.464

NewNEW: Surfaces and equipment (ex. Tennis and  Basketball courts)  are less than a year old and in good condition, no repairs are needed. Preventative maintenance sufficient. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: Surfaces and equipment are in good condition and only require routine maintenance. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Minor repairs or patching required not exceeding 40% of value. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Significant repairs needed to as much as 70% of value. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: All or majority of system should be replaced. %0

         Track 18.660

NewNEW: Surfaces are less than a year old and in good condition, no repairs are needed. Preventative maintenance sufficient. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: Surfaces are in good condition and only require routine maintenance. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Minor repairs or patching required not exceeding 40% of value. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Significant repairs needed to as much as 70% of value. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: All or majority of system should be replaced. %0

      Landscaped Surfaces 25.713

         Lawns\Gardens 4.814

NewNEW: Lawns are less than one year old and in good condition, no repairs are needed. Preventative maintenance sufficient. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: Lawns are in good condition and only require routine maintenance. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Some problems exist such as drainage, bare spots, dead plants. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Significant problems exist with drainage, health of plants/grass, soil condition, etc. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: Lawns/gardens need to be replanted or sod, soil needs improving. %0

         Athletic\Playfields 18.660

NewNEW: Surfaces and equipment (ex. Baseball and Soccer fields) are less than a year old and in good condition, no repairs are needed. Preventative maintenance sufficient. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: Surfaces and equipment (ex. Baseball and Soccer fields)   are in good condition and only require routine maintenance. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Minor repairs or patching required not exceeding 40% of value. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Significant repairs needed to as much as 70% of value. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: All or majority of system should be replaced. %0

         Irrigation System 2.239

NewNEW: System is less than a year old and in good condition, no repairs are needed. Preventative maintenance sufficient. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: System is in good condition and only requires routine maintenance. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Minor repairs are required not exceeding 40% of value. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Significant repairs are needed to as much as 70% of value. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: All or majority of system should be replaced. %0

      Utilities 3.266

         Water Service 0.840

NewNEW: System is less than a year old and in good condition, no repairs are needed.  Preventative maintenance sufficient. %100
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GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: System is in good condition and only requires routine maintenance. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Minor repairs are required not exceeding 40% of value. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Significant repairs are needed to as much as 70% of value. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: All or majority of system should be replaced. %0

      Utilities 3.266

         Water Service 0.840

NewNEW: System is less than a year old and in good condition, no repairs are needed.  Preventative maintenance sufficient. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: System is in good condition and only requires routine maintenance. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Minor repairs are required not exceeding 40% of value. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Significant repairs needed to as much as 70% of value. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: All or majority of system should be replaced. %0

         Waste Water Service 0.980

NewNEW: System is less than a year old and in good condition, no repairs are needed.  Preventative maintenance sufficient. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: System is in good condition and only requires routine maintenance. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Minor repairs are required not exceeding 40% of value. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Significant repairs needed to as much as 70% of value. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: All or majority of system should be replaced. %0

         Storm Sewer 0.700

NewNEW: System is less than a year old and in good condition, no repairs are needed.  Preventative maintenance sufficient. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: System is in good condition and only requires routine maintenance. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Minor repairs are required not exceeding 40% of value. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Significant repairs needed to as much as 70% of value. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: All or majority of system should be replaced. %0

         Site Lighting 0.746

NewNEW: System is less than a year old and in good condition, no repairs are needed.  Preventative maintenance sufficient. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: System is in good condition and only requires routine maintenance. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Minor repairs are required not exceeding 40% of value. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Significant repairs needed to as much as 70% of value. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: All or majority of system should be replaced. %0

      Fencing 6.270

NewNEW: Fences and gates are less than one year old and in good and safe condition, no repairs are needed.  Preventative maintenance sufficient. %100

GoodROUTINE MAINTENANCE: Fences and gates are in good and safe condition and only require routine maintenance. %90

FairMINOR REPAIR: Minor repairs required not exceeding 40% of value. %60

PoorMAJOR REPAIR: Significant repairs needed to as much as 70% of value. %30

UnsatREPLACEMENT: All or majority of system should be replaced. %0
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Building Condition Assessment Full Report

Project:

Site:

Building:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

0005b
Building #:

% of 

System Rating

0005
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Baker K-8 51 Wing

Project #:

3404

Structural

Single Component  17.33 15.60  90.00Foundation\Structure  100.00 Good
Single Component  8.50 7.65  90.00Exterior Walls  100.00 Good
Single Component  2.60 1.56  60.00Roof  100.00 Fair
Single Component  4.59 4.13  90.00Exterior Windows  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.48 0.29  60.00Exterior Doors  100.00 Fair
VCT in hall, classrm, 
carpet in classrm

 1.86 1.68  90.00Interior Floors  20.00 Good

VCT in most 
classrooms

 7.45 4.47  60.00 80.00 Fair

System Total:

 6.15  9.32  66.00

Single Component  7.81 4.68  60.00Interior Walls  100.00 Fair
Single Component  0.94 0.84  90.00Interior Doors  100.00 Good
Single Component  4.83 4.34  90.00Ceiling  100.00 Good
Classroom cabinetry  1.46 0.44  30.00Fixed Equipment  90.00 Poor

Toilet partitions  0.16 0.15  90.00 10.00 Good
System Total:

 0.59  1.63  36.00

Mechanical

Electrical
Single Component  3.06 2.75  90.00Main Service  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.06 2.75  90.00Distribution  100.00 Good

Plumbing
Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Supply  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Fixtures  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Waste  100.00 Good

HVAC
Single Component  0.00 0.00  0.00Energy Generation (N/A)

Single Component  5.41 4.87  90.00Distribution  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.60 3.24  90.00Controls  100.00 Good

Single Component  4.61 4.15  90.00Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.61 0.55  90.00Elevators and Conveyances  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.00 0.00  0.00Special Lab (N/A)
Single Component  1.83 1.65  90.00Connectivity  100.00 Good
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Site:

Building:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

0005b
Building #:

% of 

System Rating

0005
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Baker K-8 51 Wing

Project #:

3404

Safety\Fire Protection

Means of Exit
Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Control Capability
Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Alarm System
Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Connectivity  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.60 1.44  90.00Emergency Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.30 1.17  90.00Fire Resistance  100.00 Good

Single Component GoodADA

 89.69 74.34  82.89
Total For Building :

Comments

Structural->Roof
Roof develops leaks on occasion

Structural->Exterior Doors
Some doors showing wear.

Structural->Interior Floors (VCT in most classrooms)
Older VCT is showing wear.

Structural->Interior Walls
Need painting and or cleaning

Structural->Fixed Equipment (Classroom cabinetry)
Cabinets are old and worn.

Mechanical->HVAC-->Energy Generation
Boilers are in other building
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Building Condition Assessment Full Report

Project:

Site:

Building:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

0005a
Building #:

% of 

System Rating

0005
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Baker K-8 Baker School 36 main

Project #:

3404

Structural

Single Component  17.33 15.60  90.00Foundation\Structure  100.00 Good
Single Component  8.50 5.10  60.00Exterior Walls  100.00 Fair
Single Component  2.60 2.34  90.00Roof  100.00 Good
Single Component  4.59 4.13  90.00Exterior Windows  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.48 0.29  60.00Exterior Doors  100.00 Fair
VCT in hall  0.93 0.84  90.00Interior Floors  10.00 Good

Carpet in classrooms, 
wood in gym and aud.

 8.38 5.03  60.00 90.00 Fair

System Total:

 5.87  9.32  63.00

Single Component  7.81 4.68  60.00Interior Walls  100.00 Fair
Single Component  0.94 0.28  30.00Interior Doors  100.00 Poor
Single Component  4.83 4.34  90.00Ceiling  100.00 Good
Kit. equip, toilet 
partitions

 0.49 0.44  90.00Fixed Equipment  30.00 Good

Classroom cabinetry, 
aud. seating

 1.14 0.34  30.00 70.00 Poor

System Total:

 0.78  1.63  48.00

Mechanical

Electrical
Single Component  3.06 2.75  90.00Main Service  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.06 2.75  90.00Distribution  100.00 Good

Plumbing
Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Supply  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Fixtures  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Waste  100.00 Good

HVAC
Boilers  7.21 6.49  90.00Energy Generation  80.00 Good

AC  1.80 1.62  90.00 20.00 Good
System Total:

 8.11  9.01  90.00

Single Component  5.41 4.87  90.00Distribution  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.60 3.24  90.00Controls  100.00 Good

Single Component  4.61 4.15  90.00Lighting  100.00 Good
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Project:

Site:

Building:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

0005a
Building #:

% of 

System Rating

0005
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Baker K-8 Baker School 36 main

Project #:

3404

Single Component  0.61 0.55  90.00Elevators and Conveyances  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.00 0.00  0.00Special Lab (N/A)
Single Component  1.83 1.65  90.00Connectivity  100.00 Good

Safety\Fire Protection

Means of Exit
Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Control Capability
Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Alarm System
Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Connectivity  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.60 1.44  90.00Emergency Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.30 1.17  90.00Fire Resistance  100.00 Good

Single Component GoodADA

 98.70 80.03  81.09
Total For Building :

Comments

Structural->Exterior Walls
Some areas of plaster need painting.  Some brick areas need cleaning.

Structural->Exterior Doors
Some doors showing wear, most are working well.

Structural->Interior Floors (Carpet in classrooms, wood in gym and aud.)
Carpet and wood floors showing wear.

Structural->Interior Walls
Walls need cleaning and painting

Structural->Interior Doors
Doors are generally beat  up and need refinishing.

Structural->Fixed Equipment (Classroom cabinetry, aud. seating)
Cabinets and seating are old and worn.
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Building Condition Assessment Full Report

Project:

Site:

Building:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

0015a
Building #:

% of 

System Rating

0015
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Devotion K-8 Devotion School

Project #:

3404

Structural

Single Component  19.26 11.56  60.00Foundation\Structure  100.00 Fair
Single Component  5.16 3.10  60.00Exterior Walls  100.00 Fair
Single Component  2.44 1.46  60.00Roof  100.00 Fair
Single Component  3.71 2.23  60.00Exterior Windows  100.00 Fair
Single Component  0.38 0.12  30.00Exterior Doors  100.00 Poor
Single Component  7.15 2.14  30.00Interior Floors  100.00 Poor
Single Component  6.70 2.01  30.00Interior Walls  100.00 Poor
Single Component  1.05 0.32  30.00Interior Doors  100.00 Poor
Single Component  5.08 1.52  30.00Ceiling  100.00 Poor
Book lockers, toilet 
partitions

 0.36 0.32  90.00Fixed Equipment  20.00 Good

Classroom cabinetry  1.42 0.43  30.00 80.00 Poor
System Total:

 0.75  1.78  42.00

Mechanical

Electrical
Single Component  3.28 2.95  90.00Main Service  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.28 1.97  60.00Distribution  100.00 Fair

Plumbing
Single Component  1.64 0.98  60.00Supply  100.00 Fair

Single Component  1.64 0.98  60.00Fixtures  100.00 Fair

Single Component  1.64 0.98  60.00Waste  100.00 Fair

HVAC
Single Component  9.73 8.76  90.00Energy Generation  100.00 Good

Single Component  5.84 3.50  60.00Distribution  100.00 Fair

Single Component  3.89 2.33  60.00Controls  100.00 Fair

Single Component  4.79 4.31  90.00Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.55 0.49  90.00Elevators and Conveyances  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.00 0.00  0.00Special Lab (N/A)
Single Component  1.97 1.77  90.00Connectivity  100.00 Good

Safety\Fire Protection

Means of Exit
Single Component  0.68 0.41  60.00Exit Operation  100.00 Fair
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Project:

Site:

Building:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

0015a
Building #:

% of 

System Rating

0015
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Devotion K-8 Devotion School

Project #:

3404

Single Component  0.68 0.62  90.00Exit Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Control Capability
Single Component  0.91 0.55  60.00Fire Control Operation  100.00 Fair

Single Component  0.91 0.00  0.00Fire Control Safety  100.00 Unsat

Fire Alarm System
Single Component  0.78 0.70  90.00Fire Alarm Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.78 0.70  90.00Fire Alarm Connectivity  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.56 1.40  90.00Emergency Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.37 0.41  30.00Fire Resistance  100.00 Poor

Single Component FairADA

 98.63 59.03  59.85
Total For Building :

Comments

Structural->Foundation\Structure
Water penetration into parking garage at front of building.

Structural->Exterior Walls
Some stains and rust on the brick.

Structural->Roof
Roof has numerous leaks every year.

Structural->Exterior Windows
In the 70's wing about 1/3 of the windows are old single pane, some are rusted, most at end of service life.

Structural->Exterior Doors
Majority of doors are beat up or well worn.

Structural->Interior Floors
Majority of carpet in classrooms is worn and stained, some of it is buckled.  VCT in extended day and cafeteria is buckled.  VCT 
outside gym is coming up.

Structural->Interior Walls
Majority of walls need paint.

Structural->Interior Doors
Majority of interior doors are beat up and have knob type hardware.

Structural->Ceiling
Majority of rooms have loose and mismatched ceiling tiles.

Structural->Fixed Equipment (Classroom cabinetry)
Cabinets are beat up and well worn.

Mechanical->Electrical-->Distribution
Some areas lack outlets or they are in the wrong place.  Some damaged conduit in the gym.

Mechanical->Plumbing-->Supply
Original piping requires frequent maintenance.

Mechanical->Plumbing-->Fixtures
Some fixtures are old, stained and require maintenance.
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Mechanical->Plumbing-->Waste
Waste lines are old and require a lot of maintenance.

Mechanical->HVAC-->Energy Generation
Boilers have stop working in the past.

Mechanical->HVAC-->Distribution
Unit ventilators are high maintenance, heating is uneven.

Mechanical->HVAC-->Controls
Heating is uneven.

Safety\Fire Protection->Means of Exit-->Exit Operation
Exit door out of parking garage is closed off.

Safety\Fire Protection->Fire Control Capability-->Fire Control Operation
Fire sprinklers are in need of replacement.

Safety\Fire Protection->Fire Control Capability-->Fire Control Safety
Air handlers are not interlocked to fire alarm.

Safety\Fire Protection->Fire Resistance
Hallways are not rated construction in many classroom areas.  Many walls are covered in paper.

ADA
Not all restrooms are ADA, some areas not accessible.
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Building Condition Assessment Full Report

Project:
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Building:

Systems Component(s)
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ScoreScore
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Norfolk
County:

 46
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0020a
Building #:

% of 

System Rating

0020
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Driscoll K-8 Driscoll School

Project #:

3404

Structural

Single Component  17.33 15.60  90.00Foundation\Structure  100.00 Good
Single Component  8.50 5.10  60.00Exterior Walls  100.00 Fair
Single Component  2.60 1.56  60.00Roof  100.00 Fair
Single Component  4.59 4.13  90.00Exterior Windows  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.48 0.14  30.00Exterior Doors  100.00 Poor
Single Component  9.32 5.59  60.00Interior Floors  100.00 Fair
Single Component  7.81 2.34  30.00Interior Walls  100.00 Poor
Single Component  0.94 0.28  30.00Interior Doors  100.00 Poor
Single Component  4.83 2.90  60.00Ceiling  100.00 Fair
Book lockers, kitchen 
equip

 0.65 0.59  90.00Fixed Equipment  40.00 Good

Toilet partitions, 
classroom cabinets

 0.98 0.29  30.00 60.00 Poor

System Total:

 0.88  1.63  54.00

Mechanical

Electrical
Single Component  3.06 2.75  90.00Main Service  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.06 0.92  30.00Distribution  100.00 Poor

Plumbing
Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Supply  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.11 0.33  30.00Fixtures  100.00 Poor

Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Waste  100.00 Good

HVAC
Boilers  7.21 6.49  90.00Energy Generation  80.00 Good

AC - one chiller, window 
units

 1.80 1.62  90.00 20.00 Good

System Total:

 8.11  9.01  90.00

Single Component  5.41 3.24  60.00Distribution  100.00 Fair

Single Component  3.60 3.24  90.00Controls  100.00 Good

Single Component  4.61 2.76  60.00Lighting  100.00 Fair
Single Component  0.61 0.55  90.00Elevators and Conveyances  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.00 0.00  0.00Special Lab (N/A)
Single Component  1.83 1.65  90.00Connectivity  100.00 Good
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Safety\Fire Protection

Means of Exit
Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Control Capability
Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Alarm System
Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Connectivity  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.60 1.44  90.00Emergency Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.30 0.78  60.00Fire Resistance  100.00 Fair

Single Component PoorADA

 98.70 69.24  70.15
Total For Building :

Comments

Structural->Exterior Walls
Some cleaning and tuck pointing needed.

Structural->Roof
Both slate roof and membrane roof leak at times.

Structural->Exterior Doors
Doors are old and worn, gym door is due for replacement.

Structural->Interior Floors
About 30% of the flooring is due for replacement, its either old and worn carpet or VCT.  Gym floor is old and worn.

Structural->Interior Walls
Walls are generally old surfaces that are hard to clean and the finish is failing in some areas.

Structural->Interior Doors
Interior doors need to be refinished and hardware is knob type.

Structural->Ceiling
Some soiled tiles.

Structural->Fixed Equipment (Toilet partitions, classroom cabinets)
Toilet partitions and most classroom cabinetry is old and worn.

Mechanical->Electrical-->Distribution
Too few outlets, some not working in library.

Mechanical->Plumbing-->Fixtures
Fixtures are old and stained

Mechanical->HVAC-->Distribution
There are some cold spots.

Mechanical->Lighting
Most lighting is old, dim, inefficient and some is discolored.  Small portion has been upgraded.
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Safety\Fire Protection->Fire Resistance
Fire separation doors are not to code.

ADA
Building is accessible but no restrooms are.  Door hardware is knob type.
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Building Condition Assessment Full Report

Project:
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Building:

Systems Component(s)
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Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:
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% of 
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Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Heath K-8 Heath School

Project #:
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Structural

Single Component  17.33 15.60  90.00Foundation\Structure  100.00 Good
Single Component  8.50 5.10  60.00Exterior Walls  100.00 Fair
Single Component  2.60 0.78  30.00Roof  100.00 Poor
Single Component  4.59 4.13  90.00Exterior Windows  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.48 0.29  60.00Exterior Doors  100.00 Fair
Halls and classrooms  8.85 7.96  90.00Interior Floors  95.00 Good

Cer. Tile in Restrooms  0.47 0.14  30.00 5.00 Poor
System Total:

 8.10  9.32  87.00

Halls and classrooms  7.42 6.67  90.00Interior Walls  95.00 Good

Cer. Tile in Restrooms  0.39 0.12  30.00 5.00 Poor
System Total:

 6.79  7.81  87.00

Single Component  0.94 0.84  90.00Interior Doors  100.00 Good
Single Component  4.83 4.34  90.00Ceiling  100.00 Good
Kit. equipment  0.33 0.29  90.00Fixed Equipment  20.00 Good

Aud. seating, Toilet 
partitions, classrm 
cabinetry

 1.30 0.78  60.00 80.00 Fair

System Total:

 1.07  1.63  66.00

Mechanical

Electrical
Single Component  3.06 2.75  90.00Main Service  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.06 2.75  90.00Distribution  100.00 Good

Plumbing
Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Supply  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.11 0.67  60.00Fixtures  100.00 Fair

Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Waste  100.00 Good

HVAC
Boilers  7.21 4.32  60.00Energy Generation  80.00 Fair

AC  1.80 1.62  90.00 20.00 Good
System Total:

 5.95  9.01  66.00

Single Component  5.41 3.24  60.00Distribution  100.00 Fair
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Single Component  3.60 3.24  90.00Controls  100.00 Good

Single Component  4.61 4.15  90.00Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.61 0.55  90.00Elevators and Conveyances  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.00 0.00  0.00Special Lab (N/A)
Single Component  1.83 1.65  90.00Connectivity  100.00 Good

Safety\Fire Protection

Means of Exit
Single Component  0.65 0.39  60.00Exit Operation  100.00 Fair

Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Control Capability
Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Alarm System
Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Connectivity  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.60 1.44  90.00Emergency Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.30 0.78  60.00Fire Resistance  100.00 Fair

Single Component FairADA

 98.70 78.97  80.01
Total For Building :

Comments

Structural->Exterior Walls
Brick needs resealing, concrete is spalling.

Structural->Roof
Frequent roof leaks typically at skylight when it is icy.

Structural->Exterior Doors
A lot of doors need sweeps and jamb seals.

Structural->Interior Floors (Cer. Tile in Restrooms )
Tile is worn does not clean up well, urine smells.

Structural->Interior Walls (Cer. Tile in Restrooms)
Tile is cracked and worn, doesn't clean up well.

Structural->Fixed Equipment (Aud. seating, Toilet partitions, classrm cabinetry)
Fixed equipment showing signs of wear.

Mechanical->Plumbing-->Fixtures
Some fixtures stained, some faucets stick, at end of service life.

Mechanical->HVAC-->Energy Generation (Boilers)
One boiler is problematic and requires frequent maintenance.  Both may be nearing end of service life.

Mechanical->HVAC-->Distribution
Some air quality problems in Suite 109, some other rooms without proper air flow.

Safety\Fire Protection->Means of Exit-->Exit Operation
Several exits lights are not lit.
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Safety\Fire Protection->Fire Resistance
Second floor corridors are not rate due to transom.

ADA
Only some restroom are accessible.
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Building Condition Assessment Full Report

Project:
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Building:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore
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Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

0030a
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% of 

System Rating
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Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Lawrence K-8 Lawrence School

Project #:

3404

Structural

Single Component  17.33 15.60  90.00Foundation\Structure  100.00 Good
Single Component  8.50 7.65  90.00Exterior Walls  100.00 Good
Original slate roof  1.30 0.78  60.00Roof  50.00 Fair

New rubber membrane  1.30 1.17  90.00 50.00 Good
System Total:

 1.95  2.60  75.00

Single Component  4.59 4.13  90.00Exterior Windows  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.48 0.43  90.00Exterior Doors  100.00 Good
Halls and classrooms  8.85 7.96  90.00Interior Floors  95.00 Good

Wood gym floor  0.47 0.28  60.00 5.00 Fair
System Total:

 8.24  9.32  88.50

Single Component  7.81 7.03  90.00Interior Walls  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.94 0.84  90.00Interior Doors  100.00 Good
Single Component  4.83 4.34  90.00Ceiling  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.63 1.46  90.00Fixed Equipment  100.00 Good

Mechanical

Electrical
Single Component  3.06 2.75  90.00Main Service  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.06 2.75  90.00Distribution  100.00 Good

Plumbing
Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Supply  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Fixtures  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Waste  100.00 Good

HVAC
Single Component  9.01 8.11  90.00Energy Generation  100.00 Good

Single Component  5.41 4.87  90.00Distribution  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.60 3.24  90.00Controls  100.00 Good

Single Component  4.61 4.15  90.00Lighting  100.00 Good
New elevator  0.31 0.28  90.00Elevators and Conveyances  50.00 Good

Old elevator  0.31 0.09  30.00 50.00 Poor
System Total:

 0.37  0.61  60.00

Single Component  0.00 0.00  0.00Special Lab (N/A)
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Single Component  1.83 1.65  90.00Connectivity  100.00 Good
Safety\Fire Protection

Means of Exit
Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Control Capability
Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Alarm System
Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Connectivity  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.60 1.44  90.00Emergency Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.30 1.17  90.00Fire Resistance  100.00 Good

Single Component GoodADA

 98.70 88.12  89.28
Total For Building :

Comments

Structural->Roof (Original slate roof)
Some leaks in heavy rains

Structural->Interior Floors (Wood gym floor)
Floor is old and has some water damage.

Mechanical->HVAC-->Distribution
Some rooms on 2nd floor and PK rooms in lower floor are not as warm as they should be.

Mechanical->Elevators and Conveyances (Old elevator)
Elevator frequently breaks down.
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Structural

Single Component  17.33 15.60  90.00Foundation\Structure  100.00 Good
Single Component  8.50 7.65  90.00Exterior Walls  100.00 Good
Single Component  2.60 1.56  60.00Roof  100.00 Fair
Windows in main bldg.  3.90 3.51  90.00Exterior Windows  85.00 Good

Windows in cafeteria  0.69 0.41  60.00 15.00 Fair
System Total:

 3.93  4.59  85.50

Single Component  0.48 0.43  90.00Exterior Doors  100.00 Good
Hall tile, gym wood  1.40 1.26  90.00Interior Floors  15.00 Good

Classrooms  7.92 2.38  30.00 85.00 Poor
System Total:

 3.63  9.32  39.00

Single Component  7.81 2.34  30.00Interior Walls  100.00 Poor
Single Component  0.94 0.56  60.00Interior Doors  100.00 Fair
Single Component  4.83 4.34  90.00Ceiling  100.00 Good
aud. seating, toilet 
partitions, kit. equip.

 1.30 1.17  90.00Fixed Equipment  80.00 Good

Classroom and 
restroom cabinetry.

 0.33 0.10  30.00 20.00 Poor

System Total:

 1.27  1.63  78.00

Mechanical

Electrical
Single Component  3.06 2.75  90.00Main Service  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.06 2.75  90.00Distribution  100.00 Good

Plumbing
Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Supply  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Fixtures  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Waste  100.00 Good

HVAC
Boilers  7.21 6.49  90.00Energy Generation  80.00 Good

AC  1.80 1.62  90.00 20.00 Good
System Total:

 8.11  9.01  90.00

Single Component  5.41 4.87  90.00Distribution  100.00 Good
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Single Component  3.60 3.24  90.00Controls  100.00 Good

Classroom lighting  3.91 3.52  90.00Lighting  85.00 Good

Hall lighting  0.69 0.21  30.00 15.00 Poor
System Total:

 3.73  4.61  81.00

Single Component  0.61 0.55  90.00Elevators and Conveyances  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.00 0.00  0.00Special Lab (N/A)
Single Component  1.83 1.65  90.00Connectivity  100.00 Good

Safety\Fire Protection

Means of Exit
Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Control Capability
Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Alarm System
Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Connectivity  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.60 1.44  90.00Emergency Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.30 1.17  90.00Fire Resistance  100.00 Good

Single Component GoodADA

 98.70 77.52  78.54
Total For Building :

Comments

Structural->Roof
Occasionally has leaks in valleys.

Structural->Exterior Windows
Large windows are difficult to operate, pivot for cleaning.

Structural->Exterior Windows (Windows in cafeteria)
Single pane windows

Structural->Interior Floors (Classrooms)
Carpet in classrooms is starting to show wear.

Structural->Interior Walls
Vinyl wall covering is coming off the wall in many places and  is damaged or dirty.

Structural->Interior Doors
Metal doors showing some wear, due for painting.

Structural->Fixed Equipment (Classroom and restroom cabinetry.)
Plastic laminate is delaminating.

Mechanical->Lighting (Hall lighting)
Hall lighting is dim and high maintenance
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Structural

Single Component  17.33 15.60  90.00Foundation\Structure  100.00 Good
Single Component  8.50 5.10  60.00Exterior Walls  100.00 Fair
Single Component  2.60 2.34  90.00Roof  100.00 Good
Single Component  4.59 4.13  90.00Exterior Windows  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.48 0.14  30.00Exterior Doors  100.00 Poor
Single Component  9.32 5.59  60.00Interior Floors  100.00 Fair
Single Component  7.81 4.68  60.00Interior Walls  100.00 Fair
Single Component  0.94 0.28  30.00Interior Doors  100.00 Poor
Single Component  4.83 2.90  60.00Ceiling  100.00 Fair
Single Component  1.63 0.49  30.00Fixed Equipment  100.00 Poor

Mechanical

Electrical
Single Component  3.06 2.75  90.00Main Service  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.06 0.92  30.00Distribution  100.00 Poor

Plumbing
Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Supply  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.11 0.33  30.00Fixtures  100.00 Poor

Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Waste  100.00 Good

HVAC
Single Component  0.00 0.00  0.00Energy Generation (N/A)

Single Component  5.41 4.87  90.00Distribution  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.60 3.24  90.00Controls  100.00 Good

Single Component  4.61 2.76  60.00Lighting  100.00 Fair
Single Component  0.00 0.00  0.00Elevators and Conveyances (N/A)
Single Component  0.00 0.00  0.00Special Lab (N/A)
Single Component  1.83 1.65  90.00Connectivity  100.00 Good

Safety\Fire Protection

Means of Exit
Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Control Capability
Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Operation  100.00 Good
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Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Alarm System
Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Connectivity  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.60 1.44  90.00Emergency Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.30 1.17  90.00Fire Resistance  100.00 Good

Single Component UnsatADA

 89.08 65.32  73.33
Total For Building :

Comments

Structural->Exterior Walls
Some of the wood trim is old and deteriorating.  Some areas of brick and concrete are stained.  Some tuck pointing needed.

Structural->Exterior Doors
Older doors are worn.

Structural->Interior Floors
VCT is fairly new but is lifting up in some areas.

Structural->Interior Walls
Older walls have lots of seams or joints, and some damage at window sills.

Structural->Interior Doors
Doors are older and beat up, some new hardware but some older hardware also.

Structural->Ceiling
Some soiled tiles.

Structural->Fixed Equipment
Book lockers and classroom cabinets are old and worn.

Mechanical->Electrical-->Distribution
There are not enough outlets and none in the hall.

Mechanical->Plumbing-->Fixtures
Older fixtures are stained.

Mechanical->HVAC-->Energy Generation
Boilers are in main building.

Mechanical->Lighting
Energy inefficient and some discolored fixtures.

ADA
Building is not accessible, no elevator to second story, restrooms do not meet current ADA.
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Project:

Site:

Building:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore
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Structural

Single Component  19.26 11.56  60.00Foundation\Structure  100.00 Fair
Single Component  5.16 4.65  90.00Exterior Walls  100.00 Good
Slate  0.73 0.22  30.00Roof  30.00 Poor

Membrane  1.71 1.54  90.00 70.00 Good
System Total:

 1.75  2.44  72.00

Single Component  3.71 2.23  60.00Exterior Windows  100.00 Fair
Single Component  0.38 0.12  30.00Exterior Doors  100.00 Poor
VCT  1.43 1.29  90.00Interior Floors  20.00 Good

Newer carpet  2.86 2.57  90.00 40.00 Good

Older carpet, gym floor  2.86 0.86  30.00 40.00 Poor
System Total:

 4.72  7.15  66.00

Single Component  6.70 6.03  90.00Interior Walls  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.05 0.32  30.00Interior Doors  100.00 Poor
Single Component  5.08 4.57  90.00Ceiling  100.00 Good
Bleachers, lockers  0.36 0.32  90.00Fixed Equipment  20.00 Good

Kitchen equipment  0.36 0.21  60.00 20.00 Fair

classroom cabinets  1.07 0.32  30.00 60.00 Poor
System Total:

 0.85  1.78  48.00

Mechanical

Electrical
Single Component  3.28 0.98  30.00Main Service  100.00 Poor

Single Component  3.28 1.97  60.00Distribution  100.00 Fair

Plumbing
Single Component  1.64 1.47  90.00Supply  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.64 0.49  30.00Fixtures  100.00 Poor

Single Component  1.64 1.47  90.00Waste  100.00 Good

HVAC
Boilers  7.78 4.67  60.00Energy Generation  80.00 Fair

Air conditioning  1.95 1.75  90.00 20.00 Good
System Total:

 6.42  9.73  66.00
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Project:
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Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

0040b
Building #:

% of 

System Rating

0040
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Pierce K-8 Pierce School

Project #:

3404

Single Component  5.84 3.50  60.00Distribution  100.00 Fair

Single Component  3.89 3.50  90.00Controls  100.00 Good

Single Component  4.79 2.88  60.00Lighting  100.00 Fair
Single Component  0.55 0.49  90.00Elevators and Conveyances  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.00 0.00  0.00Special Lab (N/A)
Single Component  1.97 1.77  90.00Connectivity  100.00 Good

Safety\Fire Protection

Means of Exit
Single Component  0.68 0.62  90.00Exit Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.68 0.62  90.00Exit Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Control Capability
Single Component  0.91 0.82  90.00Fire Control Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.91 0.82  90.00Fire Control Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Alarm System
Single Component  0.78 0.70  90.00Fire Alarm Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.78 0.70  90.00Fire Alarm Connectivity  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.56 1.40  90.00Emergency Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.37 1.23  90.00Fire Resistance  100.00 Good

Single Component PoorADA

 98.63 68.65  69.61
Total For Building :

Comments

Structural->Foundation\Structure
Some water intrusion in boiler room has damaged walls and is rusting steel beams.  Concrete in patio deck is cracked and leaking 
water.

Structural->Roof (Slate)
There are numerous leaks.

Structural->Roof (Membrane)
Membrane roof has been problematic but received major repair this past summer.

Structural->Exterior Windows
Single pane windows, some sloped glazing leaks.

Structural->Exterior Doors
Storefront doors are beat-up, solid metal doors are well worn and have some rust.

Structural->Interior Floors (Older carpet, gym floor)
Carpet is worn and stained, gym floor is uneven and old.

Structural->Interior Doors
Doors are well worn and have knob hardware.

Structural->Fixed Equipment (Kitchen equipment)
Dishwasher is leaking.

Structural->Fixed Equipment (classroom cabinets)
Cabinet are worn and beat up.
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Norfolk
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0040b
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Pierce K-8 Pierce School

Project #:

3404

Mechanical->Electrical-->Main Service
Some breakers trip occasionally, may need more capacity.  Equipment is old.

Mechanical->Electrical-->Distribution
Need additional outlets.

Mechanical->Plumbing-->Fixtures
Fixtures are older, some faucets stick.

Mechanical->HVAC-->Energy Generation (Boilers)
Boiler are working but nearing end of life cycle.

Mechanical->HVAC-->Distribution
Air circulation is poor.

Mechanical->Lighting
Not energy efficient.

ADA
Building is accessible but not all areas are, no restrooms meet current ADA standards.
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Building Condition Assessment Full Report

Project:

Site:

Building:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

0045
Building #:

% of 

System Rating

0045
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Runkle K-8 Runkle School

Project #:

3404

Structural

Single Component  17.33 15.60  90.00Foundation\Structure  100.00 Good
Single Component  8.50 7.65  90.00Exterior Walls  100.00 Good
Single Component  2.60 1.56  60.00Roof  100.00 Fair
Single Component  4.59 2.76  60.00Exterior Windows  100.00 Fair
Single Component  0.48 0.29  60.00Exterior Doors  100.00 Fair
Library and 2 classrm 
carpet, Hall VAT

 0.47 0.00  0.00Interior Floors  5.00 Unsat

VCT and carpet  6.06 5.45  90.00 65.00 Good

VCT and carpet  2.79 0.84  30.00 30.00 Poor
System Total:

 6.29  9.32  67.50

Single Component  7.81 4.68  60.00Interior Walls  100.00 Fair
Single Component  0.94 0.28  30.00Interior Doors  100.00 Poor
Single Component  4.83 2.90  60.00Ceiling  100.00 Fair
Kitchen equip., book 
lockers, toilet partitions

 0.65 0.59  90.00Fixed Equipment  40.00 Good

Classroom cabinetry  0.98 0.29  30.00 60.00 Poor
System Total:

 0.88  1.63  54.00

Mechanical

Electrical
Single Component  3.06 2.75  90.00Main Service  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.06 1.83  60.00Distribution  100.00 Fair

Plumbing
Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Supply  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Fixtures  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Waste  100.00 Good

HVAC
boilers  6.31 3.78  60.00Energy Generation  70.00 Fair

AC  2.70 2.43  90.00 30.00 Good
System Total:

 6.22  9.01  69.00

Single Component  5.41 4.87  90.00Distribution  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.60 3.24  90.00Controls  100.00 Good

Single Component  4.61 4.15  90.00Lighting  100.00 Good

Page 1 of 39/25/2008  3:55:13PM



Project:
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Norfolk
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 46
Region:

0045
Building #:

% of 
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Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Runkle K-8 Runkle School

Project #:

3404

Single Component  0.00 0.00  0.00Elevators and Conveyances (N/A)
Single Component  0.00 0.00  0.00Special Lab (N/A)
Single Component  1.83 1.65  90.00Connectivity  100.00 Good

Safety\Fire Protection

Means of Exit
Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Control Capability
Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.18 0.11  60.00Fire Control Safety  100.00 Fair

Fire Alarm System
Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Connectivity  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.60 1.44  90.00Emergency Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.30 1.17  90.00Fire Resistance  100.00 Good

Single Component PoorADA

 98.09 76.08  77.56
Total For Building :

Comments

Structural->Roof
Roof is about 14 years old

Structural->Exterior Windows
90% of the windows have been replaced, but there are still some old, single pane windows.

Structural->Exterior Doors
Doors beginning to show wear.

Structural->Interior Floors (Library and 2 classrm carpet, Hall VAT)
Carpet is due for replacement

Structural->Interior Floors (VCT and carpet)
Carpet and VCT showing signs of wear, soiled.

Structural->Interior Walls
Several areas need paint.

Structural->Interior Doors
Some doors are newer but most are well worn and have knob hardware.

Structural->Ceiling
Some ceiling tiles are dinged and/or dirty.

Structural->Fixed Equipment (Classroom cabinetry)
cabinets show lots of wear.

Mechanical->Electrical-->Distribution
Some areas (extended day) regularly trip breakers.

Mechanical->HVAC-->Energy Generation (boilers)
Boilers breakdown regularly and are old.
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Safety\Fire Protection->Fire Control Capability-->Fire Control Safety
Air handlers not interlocked to fire alarm.

ADA
Not all levels are accessible but restrooms are.
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Building Condition Assessment Full Report

Project:

Site:

Building:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

0505a
Building #:

% of 

System Rating

0505
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Brookline HS High School

Project #:

3404

Structural

Single Component  19.26 17.34  90.00Foundation\Structure  100.00 Good
Single Component  5.16 4.65  90.00Exterior Walls  100.00 Good
A bldg  0.49 0.44  90.00Roof  20.00 Good

Remainder of bldg.  1.95 1.95  100.00 80.00 New
System Total:

 2.39  2.44  98.00

Single Component  3.71 3.34  90.00Exterior Windows  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.38 0.23  60.00Exterior Doors  100.00 Fair
Hall VCT, Gym floor  1.07 0.96  90.00Interior Floors  15.00 Good

Classroom carpet  3.22 1.93  60.00 45.00 Fair

Classroom VCT  2.86 0.86  30.00 40.00 Poor
System Total:

 3.75  7.15  52.50

Single Component  6.70 6.03  90.00Interior Walls  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.05 0.95  90.00Interior Doors  100.00 Good
Single Component  5.08 4.57  90.00Ceiling  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.78 1.60  90.00Fixed Equipment  100.00 Good

Mechanical

Electrical
Single Component  3.28 2.95  90.00Main Service  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.28 2.95  90.00Distribution  100.00 Good

Plumbing
Single Component  1.64 0.98  60.00Supply  100.00 Fair

Single Component  1.64 1.47  90.00Fixtures  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.64 1.47  90.00Waste  100.00 Good

HVAC
Boilers  6.81 6.13  90.00Energy Generation  70.00 Good

AC  2.92 2.63  90.00 30.00 Good
System Total:

 8.76  9.73  90.00

Single Component  5.84 3.50  60.00Distribution  100.00 Fair

Single Component  3.89 2.33  60.00Controls  100.00 Fair

Single Component  4.79 4.31  90.00Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.55 0.49  90.00Elevators and Conveyances  100.00 Good
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Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Brookline HS High School

Project #:

3404

Single Component  1.37 0.41  30.00Special Lab  100.00 Poor
Single Component  1.97 1.77  90.00Connectivity  100.00 Good

Safety\Fire Protection

Means of Exit
Single Component  0.68 0.62  90.00Exit Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.68 0.62  90.00Exit Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Control Capability
Single Component  0.91 0.82  90.00Fire Control Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.91 0.82  90.00Fire Control Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Alarm System
Single Component  0.78 0.70  90.00Fire Alarm Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.78 0.70  90.00Fire Alarm Connectivity  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.56 1.40  90.00Emergency Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.37 1.23  90.00Fire Resistance  100.00 Good

Single Component GoodADA

 100.00 83.17  83.17
Total For Building :

Comments

Structural->Exterior Doors
Some doors are well worn and have rust.

Structural->Interior Floors (Classroom carpet)
Some wear showing

Structural->Interior Floors (Classroom VCT)
Showing lots of wear.

Mechanical->Plumbing-->Supply
Medium pressure.

Mechanical->HVAC-->Distribution
Some cold and warm spots

Mechanical->HVAC-->Controls
Some cold and warm spots.

Mechanical->Special Lab
Lab equipment is 20 years old and well worn.
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Building Condition Assessment Full Report

Project:

Site:

Building:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

0505b
Building #:

% of 

System Rating

0505
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Brookline HS Physical Education Building

Project #:

3404

Structural

Single Component  25.04 22.53  90.00Foundation\Structure  100.00 Good
Single Component  7.82 7.04  90.00Exterior Walls  100.00 Good
Single Component  3.99 2.39  60.00Roof  100.00 Fair
Single Component  3.09 2.78  90.00Exterior Windows  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.44 0.39  90.00Exterior Doors  100.00 Good
Carpet in boxing, wood 
in dance

 1.30 0.39  30.00Interior Floors  10.00 Poor

Remainder of flooring  11.68 10.51  90.00 90.00 Good
System Total:

 10.90  12.98  84.00

Single Component  5.31 4.78  90.00Interior Walls  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.41 1.27  90.00Interior Doors  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.74 0.67  90.00Ceiling  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.86 0.56  30.00Fixed Equipment  100.00 Poor

Mechanical

Electrical
Single Component  2.58 2.32  90.00Main Service  100.00 Good

Single Component  2.58 2.32  90.00Distribution  100.00 Good

Plumbing
Single Component  2.83 2.55  90.00Supply  100.00 Good

Single Component  2.83 2.55  90.00Fixtures  100.00 Good

Single Component  2.83 2.55  90.00Waste  100.00 Good

HVAC
Boilers  6.42 5.78  90.00Energy Generation  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.85 2.31  60.00Distribution  100.00 Fair

Single Component  2.57 2.31  90.00Controls  100.00 Good

Single Component  4.07 3.66  90.00Lighting  100.00 Good
Safety\Fire Protection

Means of Exit
Single Component  0.66 0.59  90.00Exit Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.66 0.59  90.00Exit Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Control Capability
Single Component  1.18 1.06  90.00Fire Control Operation  100.00 Good
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Systems Component(s)
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Norfolk
County:
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Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Brookline HS Physical Education Building

Project #:

3404

Single Component  1.18 1.06  90.00Fire Control Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Alarm System
Single Component  0.44 0.40  90.00Fire Alarm Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.44 0.40  90.00Fire Alarm Connectivity  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.87 0.78  90.00Emergency Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.32 1.19  90.00Fire Resistance  100.00 Good

Single Component GoodADA

 100.00 85.75  85.75
Total For Building :

Comments

Structural->Roof
Occasional leaks.

Structural->Interior Floors (Carpet in boxing, wood in dance)
Carpet is worn, wood flooring is cupped.

Structural->Fixed Equipment
Lockers and changing partitions are rusted and damaged.

Mechanical->HVAC-->Distribution
Occupants complain of poor air quality.
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Building Condition Assessment Full Report

Project:

Site:

Building:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

0505c
Building #:

% of 

System Rating

0505
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Brookline HS Unified Arts Building

Project #:

3404

Structural

Single Component  17.33 15.60  90.00Foundation\Structure  100.00 Good
Single Component  8.50 2.55  30.00Exterior Walls  100.00 Poor
Single Component  2.60 1.56  60.00Roof  100.00 Fair
Single Component  4.59 4.13  90.00Exterior Windows  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.48 0.29  60.00Exterior Doors  100.00 Fair
Single Component  9.32 2.79  30.00Interior Floors  100.00 Poor
Single Component  7.81 2.34  30.00Interior Walls  100.00 Poor
Hollow metal doors  0.37 0.22  60.00Interior Doors  40.00 Fair

Original wood doors  0.56 0.17  30.00 60.00 Poor
System Total:

 0.39  0.94  42.00

Single Component  4.83 4.34  90.00Ceiling  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.63 0.49  30.00Fixed Equipment  100.00 Poor

Mechanical

Electrical
Single Component  3.06 2.75  90.00Main Service  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.06 2.75  90.00Distribution  100.00 Good

Plumbing
Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Supply  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.11 0.67  60.00Fixtures  100.00 Fair

Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Waste  100.00 Good

HVAC
Boilers  7.21 6.49  90.00Energy Generation  80.00 Good

AC  1.80 1.62  90.00 20.00 Good
System Total:

 8.11  9.01  90.00

Single Component  5.41 4.87  90.00Distribution  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.60 3.24  90.00Controls  100.00 Good

Single Component  4.61 4.15  90.00Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.61 0.55  90.00Elevators and Conveyances  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.30 0.39  30.00Special Lab  100.00 Poor
Single Component  1.83 1.65  90.00Connectivity  100.00 Good

Safety\Fire Protection

Page 1 of 29/25/2008  3:53:56PM



Project:
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Building:
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Score

Norfolk
County:
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Region:

0505c
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% of 

System Rating
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Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Brookline HS Unified Arts Building

Project #:

3404

Means of Exit
Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Control Capability
Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Alarm System
Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Connectivity  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.60 1.44  90.00Emergency Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.30 1.17  90.00Fire Resistance  100.00 Good

Single Component FairADA

 100.00 71.16  71.16
Total For Building :

Comments

Structural->Exterior Walls
Brick needs tuck pointing, stone work needs repair.

Structural->Roof
Roof requires maintenance, frequent leaks in the past.

Structural->Exterior Doors
Doors are worn and old.

Structural->Interior Floors
Original wood floors at end of service life.

Structural->Interior Walls
Old painted brick walls, walls in shops are dirty.

Structural->Interior Doors (Hollow metal doors)
Some wear showing.

Structural->Interior Doors (Original wood doors)
Original wood doors to classrooms, not rated and well worn.

Structural->Fixed Equipment
Art room cabinets are beat up and covered in paint.

Mechanical->Plumbing-->Fixtures
Some stained fixtures.

Mechanical->Special Lab
Wood shop equipment is well worn and dust collection system is not effective

ADA
Ramp not up  to ADA standards.
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Building Condition Assessment Full Report

Project:

Site:

Building:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

00xxa
Building #:

% of 

System Rating

00xx
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Baldwin Alternative School Baldwin School

Project #:

3404

Structural

Single Component  17.33 15.60  90.00Foundation\Structure  100.00 Good
Single Component  8.50 5.10  60.00Exterior Walls  100.00 Fair
Single Component  2.60 2.34  90.00Roof  100.00 Good
Single Component  4.59 1.38  30.00Exterior Windows  100.00 Poor
Single Component  0.48 0.14  30.00Exterior Doors  100.00 Poor
Wood flooring in 
classrooms

 4.66 1.40  30.00Interior Floors  50.00 Poor

Carpet, VCT  4.66 2.79  60.00 50.00 Fair
System Total:

 4.19  9.32  45.00

Single Component  7.81 2.34  30.00Interior Walls  100.00 Poor
Single Component  0.94 0.28  30.00Interior Doors  100.00 Poor
Single Component  4.83 2.90  60.00Ceiling  100.00 Fair
Single Component  1.63 0.49  30.00Fixed Equipment  100.00 Poor

Mechanical

Electrical
Single Component  3.06 1.83  60.00Main Service  100.00 Fair

Single Component  3.06 1.83  60.00Distribution  100.00 Fair

Plumbing
Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Supply  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.11 0.33  30.00Fixtures  100.00 Poor

Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Waste  100.00 Good

HVAC
Single Component  9.01 8.11  90.00Energy Generation  100.00 Good

Single Component  5.41 1.62  30.00Distribution  100.00 Poor

Single Component  3.60 3.24  90.00Controls  100.00 Good

Single Component  4.61 2.76  60.00Lighting  100.00 Fair
Single Component  0.00 0.00  0.00Elevators and Conveyances (N/A)
Single Component  0.00 0.00  0.00Special Lab (N/A)
Single Component  1.83 1.65  90.00Connectivity  100.00 Good

Safety\Fire Protection

Means of Exit
Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Operation  100.00 Good
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Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore
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Norfolk
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Brookline, MA 2008

Baldwin Alternative School Baldwin School

Project #:

3404

Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Control Capability
Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Alarm System
Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Connectivity  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.60 1.44  90.00Emergency Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.30 0.78  60.00Fire Resistance  100.00 Fair

Single Component PoorADA

 98.09 63.30  64.54
Total For Building :

Comments

Structural->Exterior Walls
Brick needs to be resealed, millwork needs repair.

Structural->Exterior Windows
Original wood, single pane windows at end of life cycle.

Structural->Exterior Doors
Some doors need replacement, original wood doors with single pane glass.

Structural->Interior Floors (Wood flooring in classrooms)
Original wood  flooring at end of service life.

Structural->Interior Floors (Carpet, VCT)
Some wear but generally good.

Structural->Interior Walls
Wall surfaces have  lots of dings, holes.  Wood trim is worn.

Structural->Interior Doors
Original wood doors at end of service life, not rated.

Structural->Ceiling
Old plaster and some tile, needs resurfacing.

Structural->Fixed Equipment
Cabinetry is generally worn and beat up.

Mechanical->Electrical-->Main Service
Service is at capacity.

Mechanical->Electrical-->Distribution
Need additional outlets.

Mechanical->Plumbing-->Fixtures
Most fixtures are old, stained, at end of service life.

Mechanical->HVAC-->Distribution
There is no ventilation air.

Mechanical->Lighting
Lighting is dim.
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Safety\Fire Protection->Fire Resistance
Hall not rated construction.

ADA
Second floor not accessible, only one restroom is ADA.
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Building Condition Assessment Full Report

Project:

Site:

Building:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

0060a
Building #:

% of 

System Rating

0060
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Lynch Recreation Center Lynch Recreation Center

Project #:

3404

Structural

Single Component  17.33 15.60  90.00Foundation\Structure  100.00 Good
Single Component  8.50 5.10  60.00Exterior Walls  100.00 Fair
Single Component  2.60 2.34  90.00Roof  100.00 Good
Single Component  4.59 4.13  90.00Exterior Windows  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.48 0.43  90.00Exterior Doors  100.00 Good
Single Component  9.32 5.59  60.00Interior Floors  100.00 Fair
Single Component  7.81 7.03  90.00Interior Walls  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.94 0.56  60.00Interior Doors  100.00 Fair
Single Component  4.83 4.34  90.00Ceiling  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.63 0.98  60.00Fixed Equipment  100.00 Fair

Mechanical

Electrical
Single Component  3.06 2.75  90.00Main Service  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.06 2.75  90.00Distribution  100.00 Good

Plumbing
Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Supply  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.11 0.33  30.00Fixtures  100.00 Poor

Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Waste  100.00 Good

HVAC
Boilers  4.50 4.05  90.00Energy Generation  50.00 Good

AC  4.50 4.05  90.00 50.00 Good
System Total:

 8.11  9.01  90.00

Single Component  5.41 4.87  90.00Distribution  100.00 Good

Single Component  3.60 3.24  90.00Controls  100.00 Good

Single Component  4.61 4.15  90.00Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.61 0.55  90.00Elevators and Conveyances  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.00 0.00  0.00Special Lab (N/A)
Single Component  1.83 1.65  90.00Connectivity  100.00 Good

Safety\Fire Protection

Means of Exit
Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Safety  100.00 Good
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Project:

Site:

Building:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

0060a
Building #:

% of 

System Rating

0060
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Lynch Recreation Center Lynch Recreation Center

Project #:

3404

Fire Control Capability
Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Alarm System
Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Connectivity  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.60 1.44  90.00Emergency Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.30 1.17  90.00Fire Resistance  100.00 Good

Single Component PoorADA

 98.70 82.05  83.13
Total For Building :

Comments

Structural->Exterior Walls
Brick is worn and needs tuck pointing.

Structural->Interior Floors
VCT and carpet showing some  wear.

Structural->Interior Doors
Knob type hardware.

Structural->Fixed Equipment
Cabinets are showing some wear.

Mechanical->Plumbing-->Fixtures
Fixtures are old and worn.

ADA
Building is accessible but all restrooms are not and doors have knob hardware.
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Building Condition Assessment Full Report

Project:

Site:

Building:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

00xya
Building #:

% of 

System Rating

00xy
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Old Lincoln School - Admin Old Lincoln School - Admin

Project #:

3404

Structural

Single Component  17.33 15.60  90.00Foundation\Structure  100.00 Good
Single Component  8.50 7.65  90.00Exterior Walls  100.00 Good
Single Component  2.60 1.56  60.00Roof  100.00 Fair
Single Component  4.59 1.38  30.00Exterior Windows  100.00 Poor
Single Component  0.48 0.43  90.00Exterior Doors  100.00 Good
Single Component  9.32 2.79  30.00Interior Floors  100.00 Poor
Plaster/brick  6.25 3.75  60.00Interior Walls  80.00 Fair

Ceramic tile  1.56 0.00  0.00 20.00 Unsat
System Total:

 3.75  7.81  48.00

Single Component  0.94 0.28  30.00Interior Doors  100.00 Poor
Single Component  4.83 2.90  60.00Ceiling  100.00 Fair
Single Component  1.63 0.49  30.00Fixed Equipment  100.00 Poor

Mechanical

Electrical
Single Component  3.06 1.83  60.00Main Service  100.00 Fair

Single Component  3.06 1.83  60.00Distribution  100.00 Fair

Plumbing
Single Component  1.11 0.33  30.00Supply  100.00 Poor

Single Component  1.11 1.00  90.00Fixtures  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.11 0.67  60.00Waste  100.00 Fair

HVAC
Boilers  7.21 2.16  30.00Energy Generation  80.00 Poor

AC window units  1.80 1.62  90.00 20.00 Good
System Total:

 3.78  9.01  42.00

Single Component  5.41 1.62  30.00Distribution  100.00 Poor

Single Component  3.60 1.08  30.00Controls  100.00 Poor

Single Component  4.61 1.38  30.00Lighting  100.00 Poor
Single Component  0.61 0.55  90.00Elevators and Conveyances  100.00 Good
Single Component  0.00 0.00  0.00Special Lab (N/A)
Single Component  1.83 1.65  90.00Connectivity  100.00 Good

Safety\Fire Protection
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Project:

Site:

Building:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

00xya
Building #:

% of 

System Rating

00xy
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Old Lincoln School - Admin Old Lincoln School - Admin

Project #:

3404

Means of Exit
Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.65 0.59  90.00Exit Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Control Capability
Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.18 0.16  90.00Fire Control Safety  100.00 Good

Fire Alarm System
Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Operation  100.00 Good

Single Component  0.80 0.72  90.00Fire Alarm Connectivity  100.00 Good

Single Component  1.60 1.44  90.00Emergency Lighting  100.00 Good
Single Component  1.30 0.78  60.00Fire Resistance  100.00 Fair

Single Component UnsatADA

 98.70 57.72  58.48
Total For Building :

Comments

Structural->Roof
18 year old roof nearing end of life cycle.

Structural->Exterior Windows
Some windows need repair, they are racked and leak air.

Structural->Interior Floors
VCT and carpet needs replacing in many areas.

Structural->Interior Walls (Plaster/brick)
Some areas need painting and minor patching.

Structural->Interior Walls (Ceramic tile)
Ceramic tile in halls is worn and damaged from years of use.

Structural->Interior Doors
Many doors are worn and beat up, most probably not fire rated.

Structural->Ceiling
Some areas need paint or patching, some new tile ceilings.

Structural->Fixed Equipment
Book lockers, cabinetry, blackboards are all old and worn.

Mechanical->Electrical-->Main Service
Lack of Capacity.

Mechanical->Electrical-->Distribution
Lack of Capacity.

Mechanical->Plumbing-->Supply
Water tests show lead somewhere in  piping.

Mechanical->Plumbing-->Waste
Some stoppage problems.

Mechanical->HVAC-->Energy Generation (Boilers)
Boilers are at end of life cycle.
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Project:

Site:

Building:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

ScoreScore

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

00xya
Building #:

% of 

System Rating

00xy
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Old Lincoln School - Admin Old Lincoln School - Admin

Project #:

3404

Mechanical->HVAC-->Distribution
Old equipment.

Mechanical->HVAC-->Controls
Old equipment.

Mechanical->Lighting
Lighting is dim and energy inefficient.

Safety\Fire Protection->Fire Resistance
Hallways not 1-hr construction with old doors and transoms.

ADA
Building is not accessible from street level.
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Grounds Assessment

Project:

Site:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

% of 

System
Rating

0005
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Baker K-8

Project #:
3404

MS Site Condition 

Assessment

Paved Surfaces

Parking Lots  60.00Single Component  8.87 5.32Fair 100.00
Driveways  30.00Single Component  14.24 4.27Poor 100.00
Sidewalks  60.00Single Component  31.44 18.86Fair 100.00
Play Courts  60.00Single Component  2.90 1.74Fair 100.00

Landscaped Surfaces

Lawns\Gardens  90.00Single Component  10.04 9.04Good 100.00
Playfields\Track  90.00Single Component  6.82 6.13Good 100.00
Irrigation System  90.00Single Component  4.30 3.87Good 100.00

Playgrounds

Equipment  90.00Single Component  1.08 0.97Good 100.00
Utilities

Water Service  90.00Single Component  4.84 4.35Good 100.00
Waste Water Service  90.00Single Component  5.64 5.08Good 100.00
Storm Sewer  90.00Single Component  4.03 3.63Good 100.00
Site Lighting  90.00Single Component  3.23 2.90Good 100.00

Fencing  90.00Single Component  2.58 2.32Good 100.00

 100.00 68.49  68.49Total For Site :

Comment

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Parking Lots
Some cracks in paving.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Driveways
Significant cracking and settling.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Sidewalks
Some cracked and damaged  concrete along side of main building.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Play Courts
Needs restriping.
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Grounds Assessment

Project:

Site:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

% of 

System
Rating

0015
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Devotion K-8

Project #:
3404

MS Site Condition 

Assessment

Paved Surfaces

Parking Lots  90.00Single Component  8.87 7.98Good 100.00
Driveways  30.00Single Component  14.24 4.27Poor 100.00
Sidewalks  60.00Single Component  31.44 18.86Fair 100.00
Play Courts  30.00Single Component  2.90 0.87Poor 100.00

Landscaped Surfaces

Lawns\Gardens  90.00Single Component  10.04 9.04Good 100.00
Playfields\Track  60.00Single Component  6.82 4.09Fair 100.00
Irrigation System  0.00Single Component  0.00 0.00(N/A) 0.00

Playgrounds

Equipment  90.00Single Component  1.08 0.97Good 100.00
Utilities

Water Service  90.00Single Component  4.84 4.35Good 100.00
Waste Water Service  90.00Single Component  5.64 5.08Good 100.00
Storm Sewer  30.00Single Component  4.03 1.21Poor 100.00
Site Lighting  90.00Single Component  3.23 2.90Good 100.00

Fencing  30.00Single Component  2.58 0.77Poor 100.00

 95.70 60.40  63.11Total For Site :

Comment

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Parking Lots
Paving good in parking garage.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Driveways
Driveways are cracked and have unlevel patches.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Sidewalks
Some cracking and ice damage.  Some unlevel areas.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Play Courts
Some cracks and marking need repainting.  Some level changes without appropriate guardrails.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Landscaped Surfaces-->Playfields\Track
Some reseeding needed

MS Site Condition Assessment->Utilities-->Storm Sewer
Storm drains in front plaza clog and flood the building.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Fencing
Some bowed and rusted areas.
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Grounds Assessment

Project:

Site:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

% of 

System
Rating

0020
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Driscoll K-8

Project #:
3404

MS Site Condition 

Assessment

Paved Surfaces

Parking Lots  60.00Upper parking lot  4.43 2.66Fair 50.00
Lower parking lot  4.43 1.33  30.00Poor 50.00

 8.87 3.99  45.00System Total :

Driveways  60.00Single Component  14.24 8.55Fair 100.00
Sidewalks  60.00Single Component  31.44 18.86Fair 100.00
Play Courts  60.00Single Component  2.90 1.74Fair 100.00

Landscaped Surfaces

Lawns\Gardens  60.00Single Component  10.04 6.02Fair 100.00
Playfields\Track  60.00Single Component  6.82 4.09Fair 100.00
Irrigation System  0.00Single Component  0.00 0.00(N/A) 0.00

Playgrounds

Equipment  90.00Single Component  1.08 0.97Good 100.00
Utilities

Water Service  90.00Single Component  4.84 4.35Good 100.00
Waste Water Service  90.00Single Component  5.64 5.08Good 100.00
Storm Sewer  90.00Single Component  4.03 3.63Good 100.00
Site Lighting  90.00Single Component  3.23 2.90Good 100.00

Fencing  90.00Single Component  2.58 2.32Good 100.00

 95.70 62.51  65.32Total For Site :

Comment

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Parking Lots (Upper parking lot)
Some cracks, needs new stripping.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Parking Lots (Lower parking lot)
Lots of cracks, pot holes and needs stripping.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Driveways
Some cracking.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Sidewalks
Some cracking in concrete.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Play Courts
Courts are unlevel and cracking.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Landscaped Surfaces-->Lawns\Gardens
Need reseeding in some areas.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Landscaped Surfaces-->Playfields\Track
Need reseeding.
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Grounds Assessment

Project:

Site:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

% of 

System
Rating

0025
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Heath K-8

Project #:
3404

MS Site Condition 

Assessment

Paved Surfaces

Parking Lots  60.00Single Component  8.87 5.32Fair 100.00
Driveways  60.00Single Component  14.24 8.55Fair 100.00
Sidewalks  60.00Single Component  31.44 18.86Fair 100.00
Play Courts  90.00Single Component  2.90 2.61Good 100.00

Landscaped Surfaces

Lawns\Gardens  60.00Single Component  10.04 6.02Fair 100.00
Playfields\Track  60.00Single Component  6.82 4.09Fair 100.00
Irrigation System  0.00Single Component  0.00 0.00(N/A) 0.00

Playgrounds

Equipment  90.00Single Component  1.08 0.97Good 100.00
Utilities

Water Service  90.00Single Component  4.84 4.35Good 100.00
Waste Water Service  90.00Single Component  5.64 5.08Good 100.00
Storm Sewer  90.00Single Component  4.03 3.63Good 100.00
Site Lighting  90.00Single Component  3.23 2.90Good 100.00

Fencing  90.00Single Component  2.58 2.32Good 100.00

 95.70 64.71  67.62Total For Site :

Comment

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Parking Lots
Paving has cracks and unlevel patches

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Driveways
Paving is cracked

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Sidewalks
Asphalt walk at end of building is crumbling.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Landscaped Surfaces-->Lawns\Gardens
Some reseeding needed

MS Site Condition Assessment->Landscaped Surfaces-->Playfields\Track
Some reseeding needed
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Grounds Assessment

Project:

Site:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

% of 

System
Rating

0030
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Lawrence K-8

Project #:
3404

MS Site Condition 

Assessment

Paved Surfaces

Parking Lots  90.00Single Component  8.87 7.98Good 100.00
Driveways  90.00Single Component  14.24 12.82Good 100.00
Sidewalks  90.00Single Component  31.44 28.30Good 100.00
Play Courts  0.00Single Component  0.00 0.00(N/A) 0.00

Landscaped Surfaces

Lawns\Gardens  90.00Single Component  10.04 9.04Good 100.00
Playfields\Track  90.00Single Component  6.82 6.13Good 100.00
Irrigation System  90.00Single Component  4.30 3.87Good 100.00

Playgrounds

Equipment  90.00Single Component  1.08 0.97Good 100.00
Utilities

Water Service  90.00Single Component  4.84 4.35Good 100.00
Waste Water Service  90.00Single Component  5.64 5.08Good 100.00
Storm Sewer  90.00Single Component  4.03 3.63Good 100.00
Site Lighting  90.00Single Component  3.23 2.90Good 100.00

Fencing  90.00Single Component  2.58 2.32Good 100.00

 97.10 87.39  90.00Total For Site :

Comment
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Grounds Assessment

Project:

Site:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

% of 

System
Rating

0035
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

New Lincoln K-8

Project #:
3404

MS Site Condition 

Assessment

Paved Surfaces

Parking Lots  30.00Single Component  8.87 2.66Poor 100.00
Driveways  60.00Single Component  14.24 8.55Fair 100.00
Sidewalks  60.00Single Component  31.44 18.86Fair 100.00
Play Courts  90.00Single Component  2.90 2.61Good 100.00

Landscaped Surfaces

Lawns\Gardens  90.00Single Component  10.04 9.04Good 100.00
Playfields\Track  60.00Single Component  6.82 4.09Fair 100.00
Irrigation System  90.00Single Component  4.30 3.87Good 100.00

Playgrounds

Equipment  90.00Single Component  1.08 0.97Good 100.00
Utilities

Water Service  90.00Single Component  4.84 4.35Good 100.00
Waste Water Service  90.00Single Component  5.64 5.08Good 100.00
Storm Sewer  90.00Single Component  4.03 3.63Good 100.00
Site Lighting  90.00Single Component  3.23 2.90Good 100.00

Fencing  90.00Single Component  2.58 2.32Good 100.00

 100.00 68.93  68.93Total For Site :

Comment

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Parking Lots
Paving has cracks, potholes and needs restriping.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Driveways
Some cracks in paving.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Sidewalks
Some cracks and broken areas in asphalt walks.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Landscaped Surfaces-->Playfields\Track
Central area needs new sod.
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Grounds Assessment

Project:

Site:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

% of 

System
Rating

0040
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Pierce K-8

Project #:
3404

MS Site Condition 

Assessment

Paved Surfaces

Parking Lots  30.00Single Component  8.87 2.66Poor 100.00
Driveways  0.00Single Component  14.24 0.00Unsat 100.00
Sidewalks  30.00Single Component  31.44 9.43Poor 100.00
Play Courts  30.00Single Component  2.90 0.87Poor 100.00

Landscaped Surfaces

Lawns\Gardens  60.00Single Component  10.04 6.02Fair 100.00
Playfields\Track  60.00Single Component  6.82 4.09Fair 100.00
Irrigation System  90.00Single Component  4.30 3.87Good 100.00

Playgrounds

Equipment  90.00Single Component  1.08 0.97Good 100.00
Utilities

Water Service  90.00Single Component  4.84 4.35Good 100.00
Waste Water Service  90.00Single Component  5.64 5.08Good 100.00
Storm Sewer  60.00Single Component  4.03 2.42Fair 100.00
Site Lighting  90.00Single Component  3.23 2.90Good 100.00

Fencing  60.00Single Component  2.58 1.55Fair 100.00

 100.00 44.21  44.21Total For Site :

Comment

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Parking Lots
There are two parking garages, one for the school and one for the city.  The city one leaks a lot, the school one is okay.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Driveways
Entrance driveway is in very poor condition, lots of damaged asphalt, uneven paving, and pot holes.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Sidewalks
Lots of cracked, spalled and uneven concrete.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Play Courts
Play court is in good condition.  Outdoor amphitheater is concrete and is in poor condition, the concrete is cracked and spalled 
and leaks into the parking garage below.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Landscaped Surfaces-->Lawns\Gardens
There are bare and eroded spots.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Landscaped Surfaces-->Playfields\Track
Some reseeding needed.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Utilities-->Storm Sewer
Drains can clog up at entrances to building.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Fencing
Some chain link panels are bowed.

Page 1 of 19/25/2008  3:56:50PM



Grounds Assessment

Project:

Site:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

% of 

System
Rating

0045
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Runkle K-8

Project #:
3404

MS Site Condition 

Assessment

Paved Surfaces

Parking Lots  60.00Single Component  8.87 5.32Fair 100.00
Driveways  60.00Single Component  14.24 8.55Fair 100.00
Sidewalks  90.00Single Component  31.44 28.30Good 100.00
Play Courts  90.00Single Component  2.90 2.61Good 100.00

Landscaped Surfaces

Lawns\Gardens  90.00Single Component  10.04 9.04Good 100.00
Playfields\Track  60.00Single Component  6.82 4.09Fair 100.00
Irrigation System  0.00Single Component  0.00 0.00(N/A) 0.00

Playgrounds

Equipment  90.00Single Component  1.08 0.97Good 100.00
Utilities

Water Service  90.00Single Component  4.84 4.35Good 100.00
Waste Water Service  90.00Single Component  5.64 5.08Good 100.00
Storm Sewer  90.00Single Component  4.03 3.63Good 100.00
Site Lighting  90.00Single Component  3.23 2.90Good 100.00

Fencing  90.00Single Component  2.58 2.32Good 100.00

 95.70 77.15  80.62Total For Site :

Comment

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Parking Lots
Some cracks in paving

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Driveways
Some cracks in paving

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Sidewalks
Some minor crumbling of asphalt walk on side of bldg.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Play Courts
Asphalt is cracked and markings need repainting.

MS Site Condition Assessment->Landscaped Surfaces-->Playfields\Track
Some reseeding needed.
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Grounds Assessment

Project:

Site:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

% of 

System
Rating

0505
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Brookline HS

Project #:
3404

HS Site Condition 

Assessment

Paved Surfaces

Parking Lots  60.00Lot a main bldg  3.98 2.39Fair 20.00
Lots at Tappan and 
United Arts

 15.94 0.00  0.00Unsat 80.00

 19.92 2.39  12.00System Total :

Driveways  90.00Single Component  8.63 7.77Good 100.00
Sidewalks  60.00Single Component  10.08 6.05Fair 100.00
Athletic Courts  60.00Single Component  7.46 4.48Fair 100.00
Track  0.00Single Component  0.00 0.00(N/A) 0.00

Landscaped Surfaces

Lawns\Gardens  90.00Single Component  4.81 4.33Good 100.00
Athletic\Playfields  90.00Single Component  18.66 16.79Good 100.00
Irrigation System  90.00Single Component  2.24 2.02Good 100.00

Utilities

Water Service  90.00Single Component  0.84 0.76Good 100.00
Waste Water Service  90.00Single Component  0.98 0.88Good 100.00
Storm Sewer  90.00Single Component  0.70 0.63Good 100.00
Site Lighting  90.00Single Component  0.75 0.67Good 100.00

Fencing  0.00Single Component  0.00 0.00(N/A) 0.00

 75.07 46.76  62.29Total For Site :

Comment

HS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Parking Lots (Lot a main bldg)
Needs new stripping

HS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Parking Lots (Lots at Tappan and United Arts)
Paving needs to be replaced, severe cracking, potholes and deterioration.

HS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Sidewalks
Some cracking and spalling on walks and entry stairs to Main and United Arts bldgs.

HS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Athletic Courts
Courtyard at main bldg has multiple paving types and is uneven.  There are no athletic courts.
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Grounds Assessment

Project:

Site:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

% of 

System
Rating

00xx
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Baldwin Alternative School

Project #:
3404

HS Site Condition 

Assessment

Paved Surfaces

Parking Lots  30.00Single Component  19.92 5.98Poor 100.00
Driveways  30.00Single Component  8.63 2.59Poor 100.00
Sidewalks  30.00Single Component  10.08 3.02Poor 100.00
Athletic Courts  0.00Single Component  0.00 0.00(N/A) 0.00
Track  0.00Single Component  0.00 0.00(N/A) 0.00

Landscaped Surfaces

Lawns\Gardens  60.00Single Component  4.81 2.89Fair 100.00
Athletic\Playfields  90.00Single Component  18.66 16.79Good 100.00
Irrigation System  0.00Single Component  0.00 0.00(N/A) 0.00

Utilities

Water Service  90.00Single Component  0.84 0.76Good 100.00
Waste Water Service  90.00Single Component  0.98 0.88Good 100.00
Storm Sewer  90.00Single Component  0.70 0.63Good 100.00
Site Lighting  30.00Single Component  0.75 0.22Poor 100.00

Fencing  90.00Single Component  6.27 5.64Good 100.00

 71.64 39.41  55.01Total For Site :

Comment

HS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Parking Lots
Lots of cracking and potholes.

HS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Driveways
Lots of cracking and potholes.

HS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Sidewalks
Lots of cracking and spalling at walks and entry stairs.

HS Site Condition Assessment->Landscaped Surfaces-->Lawns\Gardens
Need reseeding

HS Site Condition Assessment->Utilities-->Site Lighting
Only lighting on bldg., no site lighting.
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Grounds Assessment

Project:

Site:

Systems Component(s)

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

% of 

System
Rating

00xy
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008

Old Lincoln School - Admin

Project #:
3404

HS Site Condition 

Assessment

Paved Surfaces

Parking Lots  0.00Single Component  0.00 0.00(N/A) 0.00
Driveways  0.00Single Component  0.00 0.00(N/A) 0.00
Sidewalks  30.00Single Component  10.08 3.02Poor 100.00
Athletic Courts  0.00Single Component  7.46 0.00Unsat 100.00
Track  0.00Single Component  0.00 0.00(N/A) 0.00

Landscaped Surfaces

Lawns\Gardens  60.00Single Component  4.81 2.89Fair 100.00
Athletic\Playfields  0.00Single Component  0.00 0.00(N/A) 0.00
Irrigation System  0.00Single Component  0.00 0.00(N/A) 0.00

Utilities

Water Service  90.00Single Component  0.84 0.76Good 100.00
Waste Water Service  90.00Single Component  0.98 0.88Good 100.00
Storm Sewer  90.00Single Component  0.70 0.63Good 100.00
Site Lighting  90.00Single Component  0.75 0.67Good 100.00

Fencing  90.00Single Component  6.27 5.64Good 100.00

 31.89 14.49  45.45Total For Site :

Comment

HS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Sidewalks
Concrete and asphalt walks in poor condition, cracks, unlevel, spalling.

HS Site Condition Assessment->Paved Surfaces-->Athletic Courts
Asphalt in very bad condition.

HS Site Condition Assessment->Landscaped Surfaces-->Lawns\Gardens
Some reseeding needed.
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Suitability Report - Full

Project:
Site:

Suitability

Possible 

Score

Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0005
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Baker K-8

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

K-8  11.00K-8

Suitability - K-8

     Site

 3.00 2.01  67.00          Traffic Fair
 1.00 0.67  67.00          Pedestrian Traffic Fair
 1.35 0.90  67.00          Parking Fair
 1.64 1.64  100.00          Play Courts & Fields Good

     Safety and Security

 1.22 1.22  100.00          Fencing Good
 0.15 0.10  67.00          Signage & Way Finding Fair
 3.00 0.00  0.00          Ease of Supervision P/U
 0.50 0.00  0.00          Limited Entrances P/U
 0.50 0.50  100.00          Interior Circulation G/F

     School Climate

 5.00 0.00  0.00          Learning Style Variety P/U
 5.00 5.00  100.00          School Environment G/F
 1.00 1.00  100.00          Landscaping G/F

     General Classrooms

 12.95 4.27  33.00          Size Poor
 2.78 2.78  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 2.78 2.78  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. Good

     Remedial - Special Needs

 3.17 1.59  50.00          Size Fair
 0.68 0.68  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.68 0.68  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Library

 2.43 2.43  100.00          Size Good
 0.52 0.52  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.52 0.52  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     P.E.

 8.40 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 1.80 1.80  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 1.80 1.80  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Music

 2.64 1.32  50.00          Size Fair
 0.57 0.57  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.57 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Art
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Project:
Site:

Suitability

Possible 

Score

Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0005
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Baker K-8

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

K-8  11.00K-8

 1.53 1.53  100.00          Size Good
 0.33 0.33  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.33 0.33  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Performing Arts\Auditorium

 1.64 1.64  100.00          Size Good
 0.35 0.35  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 0.35 0.35  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. Good

     Vocational Technical

 0.00 0.00  0.00          Size (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. (N/A)

     Science

 2.70 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.58 0.58  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 0.58 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Kindergarten

 1.18 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.25 0.25  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.25 0.25  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Administration

 1.59 1.59  100.00          Size Good
 0.34 0.34  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.34 0.34  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F
 0.91 0.91  100.00Good     Restrooms (Student)

 0.91 0.45  50.00Fair     Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s)

 5.00 5.00  100.00Good     Cafeteria

 7.84 7.84  100.00Good     Food Prep

 0.41 0.00  0.00P/U     Counseling

 0.34 0.34  100.00G/F     Clinic

 0.50 0.50  100.00G/F     Custodial & Maintenance

 93.88 57.70  61.46Total For Site:

Comments

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Traffic
There is a circle at the front that is used for parent drop off in the morning and bus pick-up in the afternoon.  The 
buses stop in the street in the morning and unload students to the sidewalk.  The street is open to one-way traffic 
during winter months because it is narrow and there is no separation for cars and buses and walkers.

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Pedestrian Traffic
Parent drop off in the morning is in the circle, but parent pick up in the afternoon is along the street, causing 
pedestrian traffic problems on the road.

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Parking
There is insufficient parking for staff and none identified for visitors.  Event parking uses the residential streets.

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Signage & Way Finding
There are few signs to direct visitors around the school.  Rooms have new numbers, but few are labeled for usage 
and there is no way-finding signage.  There are no signs on the outside of the school providing way-finding.
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Project:
Site:

Suitability

Possible 

Score

Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0005
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Baker K-8

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

K-8  11.00K-8

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Ease of Supervision
The facility has long-double- or single-loaded corridors with many staircases and changes of level.  There are two 
classroom wings and a separated K area.  Supervision is difficult with the size of the school.

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Limited Entrances
There are multiple entrances that are open and used, including the K center, the new wing, and the lower levels.

Suitability - K-8->School Climate-->Learning Style Variety
The school has few flexible learning areas or areas that are not assigned and used full-time.  

Suitability - K-8->School Climate-->School Environment
The school is inviting from the entrance and has many areas that are appropriate learning environment.  All CR have 
natural light.  Some hallways are dark and poorly lit.  

Suitability - K-8->General Classrooms-->Size
Some of the classrooms meet the size standard.  Only the CR in the newest wing exceed the 950 sf standard.

Suitability - K-8->Remedial - Special Needs-->Size
The Pre-school room is in a converted locker/shower room and is very small.  The other special education classes 
are in rooms that are partial or full-size CR.

Suitability - K-8->P.E.-->Size
The main gym does not meet the size standard for either an ES or a MS.  The auxiliary gym is not well used.  There 
is storage in the main gym.  There is a PE office.  There are no locker or shower rooms.

Suitability - K-8->Music-->Size
The music rooms are small and have no practice spaces and one room has limited storage.

Suitability - K-8->Music-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
One of the rooms has limited storage.  The other room has a storage room and office.  There is no other casework 
in either room.

Suitability - K-8->Art-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
The art room does not have a clay trap on the sink.  

Suitability - K-8->Vocational Technical
There are no vocational programs at the school.

Suitability - K-8->Science-->Size
There are two rooms used for science.  Neither room meets the size standard for a science room.  

Suitability - K-8->Science-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
One room has lab tables and fixed pedestals with water and gas.  There is no eye wash station and the fire blanket 
is in the other classroom.  There is limited storage in the room and one shared storage/prep room.  There is a 
locked flammable closet.  

Suitability - K-8->Kindergarten-->Size
There are 4 kindergarten rooms.  None of them meet the size standard.  Two rooms have adjacent restrooms.  

Suitability - K-8->Kindergarten-->Adjacencies
One of the K rooms was added this year when enrollment increased.  It is separated from the other rooms that are 
together in a section of the building.  

Suitability - K-8->Administration-->Adjacencies
The office is located at the front of the school.  There is visual supervision of the entrance, but the door is closed and 
there is no passive or active supervision of the front door.

Suitability - K-8->Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s)
There are two teacher work areas located in the CR wings.  There is no work area in the main building, except for a 
copier in the clinic.
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Suitability
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Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0005
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Baker K-8

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

K-8  11.00K-8

Suitability - K-8->Counseling
The counseling center is located away from the office and the instructional areas in a relatively remote area.  It is a 
complicated space with little reception area and small, dark offices. 
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Suitability Report - Full

Project:
Site:

Suitability

Possible 

Score

Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0015
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Devotion K-8

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

K-8  7.00K-8

Suitability - K-8

     Site

 3.00 0.00  0.00          Traffic Unsat
 1.00 0.33  33.00          Pedestrian Traffic Poor
 1.35 0.45  33.00          Parking Poor
 1.64 1.10  67.00          Play Courts & Fields Fair

     Safety and Security

 1.22 1.22  100.00          Fencing Good
 0.15 0.05  33.00          Signage & Way Finding Poor
 3.00 0.00  0.00          Ease of Supervision P/U
 0.50 0.00  0.00          Limited Entrances P/U
 0.50 0.00  0.00          Interior Circulation P/U

     School Climate

 5.00 5.00  100.00          Learning Style Variety G/F
 5.00 0.00  0.00          School Environment P/U
 1.00 1.00  100.00          Landscaping G/F

     General Classrooms

 12.95 12.95  100.00          Size Good
 2.78 1.86  67.00          Adjacencies Fair
 2.78 0.92  33.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. Poor

     Remedial - Special Needs

 3.17 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.68 0.68  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.68 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Library

 2.43 2.43  100.00          Size Good
 0.52 0.52  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.52 0.52  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     P.E.

 8.40 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 1.80 1.80  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 1.80 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Music

 2.64 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.57 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies P/U
 0.57 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Art
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Project:
Site:

Suitability

Possible 

Score

Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0015
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Devotion K-8

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

K-8  7.00K-8

 1.53 1.53  100.00          Size Good
 0.33 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies P/U
 0.33 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Performing Arts\Auditorium

 1.64 0.54  33.00          Size Poor
 0.35 0.35  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 0.35 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Vocational Technical

 0.00 0.00  0.00          Size (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. (N/A)

     Science

 2.70 2.70  100.00          Size Good
 0.58 0.58  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 0.58 0.58  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Kindergarten

 1.18 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.25 0.25  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.25 0.25  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Administration

 1.59 0.79  50.00          Size Fair
 0.34 0.34  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.34 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U
 0.91 0.00  0.00P/U     Restrooms (Student)

 0.91 0.45  50.00Fair     Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s)

 5.00 0.00  0.00Unsat     Cafeteria

 7.84 7.84  100.00Good     Food Prep

 0.41 0.00  0.00P/U     Counseling

 0.34 0.00  0.00P/U     Clinic

 0.50 0.50  100.00G/F     Custodial & Maintenance

 93.88 47.53  50.63Total For Site:

Comments

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Traffic
There is no separation for buses and cars.  The 3 buses load and unload on a busy city street.  Parent drop off is on 
the same street.  The delivery area is not useable because of IAQ issues with exhaust fumes, so they use city street.

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Pedestrian Traffic
Pedestrian traffic is difficult for students who are dropped off.  There is only one cross walk available to cross a busy 
city street.  Parents stop on the street to drop off children all along the street.  There are multiple doors open at the 
start of school because the main entrance is very narrow.

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Parking
There is no designated visitor parking area.  The underground parking garage has space for about 2/3 of staff.  The 
town has agreed to provide parking on street with permits on a trial basis. 
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Project:
Site:

Suitability

Possible 

Score

Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0015
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Devotion K-8

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

K-8  7.00K-8

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Play Courts & Fields
There are multiple play areas along the side of the school.  The areas are adjacent to a classroom wing, causing 
noise problems during recess time.  The town owns the field and the play area closest to the street.  There is no 
signage indicating that the other play areas are for school use during the school day.  The play areas are level but 
the ground is slanting toward the grass field and lower area.  The change in level has led to student injuries.  There 
is another area behind the school with a basketball backboard and a concrete drop off that should have a barrier.

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Signage & Way Finding
Interior and exterior signage are small or nonexistent.  Most rooms are numbered, but the number may not match 
the plans.  There are some handmade signs indicating grade level or room use, but nothing systematic around the 
school and no way-finding signs to direct visitors. 

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Ease of Supervision
The school has many stairways on different levels and many hiding places exist.

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Limited Entrances
The school has many entrances, some of which are adjacent to city streets and playgrounds.  The staff have limited 
the number of unlocked entrances to a short period during the opening of school and then doors are locked for 
security.

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Interior Circulation
Some hallways in the 3rd floor are very narrow.  Some halls have teaching or work areas in the corner, further 
narrowing the halls.  Some halls have lockers or cubbies with student materials.

Suitability - K-8->School Climate-->Learning Style Variety
The facility was designed to provide a variety of learning spaces.  However, as the school enrollment has grown, 
those open, unassigned areas have become filled with specialists or additional regular classes.  

Suitability - K-8->School Climate-->School Environment
Many spaces in the school have limited ventilation and air circulation.  Some rooms have many windows and no AC.  
Some rooms have difficult acoustics because the room has no walls or the walls are only partial.  

Suitability - K-8->General Classrooms-->Adjacencies
The school was designed for 3 classes per grade.  Several grades exceed that number, so classes are separated 
from age peers.  Some rooms are located in spaces that were not designed as general classrooms..  One grade 3 
room is now in a music room and adjacent to the music practice space.

Suitability - K-8->General Classrooms-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
Rooms in the older section have fixed casework and storage.  Rooms in the new section have limited casework.  
Some rooms have sinks.

Suitability - K-8->Remedial - Special Needs-->Size
Few of the special education rooms meet the size standard.  There are many specialists who are in closets or in 
shared spaces.  

Suitability - K-8->Remedial - Special Needs-->Adjacencies
Some therapy rooms are only accessed by going through another room.  

Suitability - K-8->Remedial - Special Needs-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
Some specialists are in very small spaces or closets with little or no storage or fixed casework.

Suitability - K-8->Library-->Size
The library meets the size standard for an elementary school.

Suitability - K-8->P.E.-->Size
The main gym does not meet the size standard.  The small gym has difficult acoustics.  The PE office is located 
away from the locker rooms so supervision is difficult.

Suitability - K-8->P.E.-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
The PE program has limited storage space for large equipment.  
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Norfolk
County:

 46
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Rating

0015
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Devotion K-8

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

K-8  7.00K-8

Suitability - K-8->Music-->Size
One music room is located in half of the girls' locker room.  It is not handicapped accessible.  The acoustics are very 
difficult and there is no storage.  The other music room does not meet the size standard.  There are 2 practice 
rooms, but one has been changed into a therapy room.  

Suitability - K-8->Music-->Adjacencies
The small room has been partitioned out of the girls' shower room.  The large room is well  located across from the 
auditorium, but the practice rooms are now adjacent to a 3rd grade classroom.

Suitability - K-8->Music-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is some instrument storage in a hallway, but not sufficient for the program.

Suitability - K-8->Art-->Adjacencies
The art rooms are located at the end of a wing.  One of the rooms can only be accessed by going through the other.  

Suitability - K-8->Art-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There are 2 art rooms.  One used to be the "shop" and still has the old woodworking equipment and furniture in the 
room.  The room still smells like sawdust.  The other room is used for clay art production.  There is no clay trap on 
the sink.  The kiln is in a small room that is ventilated, but is surrounded by various equipment and supplies.

Suitability - K-8->Performing Arts\Auditorium-->Size
The auditorium space is a "multi-use space."  There is a stage area, but it is not raised.  There is no fixed seating 
and no storage room for the chairs that need to be used for performances.  The space seats approximately 350.  
There are no dressing rooms, sound booth, etc.  

Suitability - K-8->Performing Arts\Auditorium-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
The space has multiple "curtain walls" that can be moved to create smaller spaces, but the walls are not sound proof 
and do not provide reasonable teaching spaces.  There is no storage room for furniture.

Suitability - K-8->Science-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
The science rooms have sufficient cabinet and casework, but many lack working hardware.  There is no safety eye 
wash.  Many of the computer drops are non-functional.

Suitability - K-8->Kindergarten-->Size
None of the K rooms meet the size standard.  

Suitability - K-8->Administration-->Size
The administration suite is small for the size of the school.  The principal's office is large enough and includes a 
restroom.  There is no conference room.  The main office is small and does not have sufficient reception space.

Suitability - K-8->Administration-->Adjacencies
The office is appropriately located at the main entrance to the school.  However, it lacks either passive or active 
supervision of the front door.  There are cameras installed at the handicapped accessible door and the main door 
that are monitored by the secretary.

Suitability - K-8->Administration-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
The office lacks sufficient storage and fixed casework.  The copier is located in a hallway.  

Suitability - K-8->Restrooms (Student)
Many of the student restrooms lack proper ventilation and have persistent odors.  The fixtures are not always age 
appropriate.  Some stalls have doors that are difficult to close or open.  There is no urinal separation and some 
urinals do not have sufficient water pressure to flush.

Suitability - K-8->Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s)
There are not sufficient restrooms for the number of teachers in the school.

Suitability - K-8->Cafeteria
The school has 9 lunch periods, starting serving at 10:30.  The serving areas are very small for the enrollment.  The 
cafeteria itself does not meet the size standard, but could accommodate more tables.  
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Suitability - K-8->Food Prep
The kitchen is sufficiently sized.  The 

Suitability - K-8->Counseling
Few of the counseling spaces are large enough.  Several are accessed through other rooms or spaces.

Suitability - K-8->Clinic
The clinic space is very limited for a school with this enrollment.  There are 2 beds, one without any separation.  The 
restroom is not handicapped accessible.
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Suitability Report - Full

Project:
Site:

Suitability

Possible 
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Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0020
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Driscoll K-8

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

K-8  4.00K-8

Suitability - K-8

     Site

 3.00 3.00  100.00          Traffic Good
 1.00 1.00  100.00          Pedestrian Traffic Good
 1.35 0.90  67.00          Parking Fair
 1.64 0.54  33.00          Play Courts & Fields Poor

     Safety and Security

 1.22 1.22  100.00          Fencing Good
 0.15 0.00  0.00          Signage & Way Finding Unsat
 3.00 0.00  0.00          Ease of Supervision P/U
 0.50 0.00  0.00          Limited Entrances P/U
 0.50 0.50  100.00          Interior Circulation G/F

     School Climate

 5.00 0.00  0.00          Learning Style Variety P/U
 5.00 0.00  0.00          School Environment P/U
 1.00 1.00  100.00          Landscaping G/F

     General Classrooms

 12.95 8.68  67.00          Size Fair
 2.78 2.78  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 2.78 2.78  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. Good

     Remedial - Special Needs

 3.17 3.17  100.00          Size Good
 0.68 0.68  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.68 0.68  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Library

 2.43 2.43  100.00          Size Good
 0.52 0.52  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.52 0.52  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     P.E.

 8.40 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 1.80 1.80  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 1.80 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Music

 2.64 2.64  100.00          Size Good
 0.57 0.57  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.57 0.57  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Art
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 1.53 1.53  100.00          Size Good
 0.33 0.33  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.33 0.33  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Performing Arts\Auditorium

 1.64 0.54  33.00          Size Poor
 0.35 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies Unsat
 0.35 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Vocational Technical

 0.00 0.00  0.00          Size (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. (N/A)

     Science

 2.70 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.58 0.29  50.00          Adjacencies Fair
 0.58 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Kindergarten

 1.18 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.25 0.25  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.25 0.25  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Administration

 1.59 0.79  50.00          Size Fair
 0.34 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies P/U
 0.34 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U
 0.91 0.00  0.00P/U     Restrooms (Student)

 0.91 0.00  0.00P/U     Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s)

 5.00 1.65  33.00Poor     Cafeteria

 7.84 7.84  100.00Good     Food Prep

 0.41 0.41  100.00Good     Counseling

 0.34 0.00  0.00P/U     Clinic

 0.50 0.50  100.00G/F     Custodial & Maintenance

 93.88 50.69  53.99Total For Site:

Comments

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Parking
There are two parking areas, but not sufficient for staff and visitors.  Event parking is difficulty.

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Play Courts & Fields
When the weather is good and the grass field is usable, there is sufficient space for organized play.  However, the 
play area is not designed for this population.  The playground is appropriate for grades K - 8, but not for students 
ages 3-5 who are in the preschool program.  The equipment is also not appropriate.  

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Signage & Way Finding
There are few signs directing the public.  Most rooms are numbered, but there are few description signs and no 
way-finding signs for the public.  Visitors are told by signage on the front door to sign in, but there is no direction 
given to the office.  Other doors do not direct visitors to sign in.
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K-8  4.00K-8

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Ease of Supervision
There are long hallways and many staircases in the school.  There are limited sightlines on the corridors because of 
slight angles.

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Limited Entrances
There are multiple entrances.  Visitors unfamiliar with the school would not know where to park or where to enter.

Suitability - K-8->School Climate-->Learning Style Variety
The school is designed with double-loaded corridors.  Staff have put tables and desks in the halls for small group 
work, but must remove them at the direction of the fire marshal.  Some rooms have small sections which can be 
used for group work.

Suitability - K-8->School Climate-->School Environment
The lighting in many CR is very high and dim.  All CR have natural light, but the lighting would be difficult on dark 
days.  The high ceilings create some acoustical problems in CR.

Suitability - K-8->General Classrooms-->Size
Some of the CR do not meet the size standard.  

Suitability - K-8->Remedial - Special Needs-->Size
The OT space is very small.  

Suitability - K-8->Library-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
The library has limited electrical outlets.  Many in the floor are not functioning.

Suitability - K-8->P.E.-->Size
The "small gym" is very small for a school that supports grades 7/8.  The large gym does not meet the size standard.  
There are no locker rooms with showers.  The restrooms connected to the gym are in bad shape, have no hand 
washing and no door on the outside.  

Suitability - K-8->P.E.-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is limited storage in the hall.  There is an old locker room that is used for school storage.

Suitability - K-8->Art-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is no clay trap on the sink in the art room.  The kiln is not in a separate room, but is vented.

Suitability - K-8->Performing Arts\Auditorium-->Size
The performing arts auditorium seats 1/2 the students.  It is accessible.  There are curtains and lights.  There are no 
dressing rooms or storage areas.

Suitability - K-8->Performing Arts\Auditorium-->Adjacencies
The auditorium does not have restrooms adjacent for public performance use.  It is not located near public 
entrances.

Suitability - K-8->Performing Arts\Auditorium-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is limited storage behind the curtains at the back of the stage. The seating is on carpeted, fixed risers around 
the room.

Suitability - K-8->Vocational Technical
There are no spaces in the building for vocational classes, except art and computer lab.

Suitability - K-8->Science-->Size
There is one science lab in the school.  The room does not meet the size standard.  There is limited in-room 
storage.

Suitability - K-8->Science-->Adjacencies
The science room is not located near the other grade 7/8 rooms.
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Suitability - K-8->Science-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is limited storage in the room.  The flammable cabinet is in the men's restroom across the hall.  There is no 
eye wash facility. 

Suitability - K-8->Kindergarten-->Size
The K rooms do not meet the size standard.  There is a restroom in each CR.

Suitability - K-8->Administration-->Size
The principal's office is large.  The main office is small.  

Suitability - K-8->Administration-->Adjacencies
The office area is not adjacent to the front door.  There is no sight line to any door.  

Suitability - K-8->Administration-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is limited storage and no fixed casework in the office.  There is no counter for work or to manage visitors, etc.

Suitability - K-8->Restrooms (Student)
Only one student restroom is handicapped accessible - in the pre-school area..  However, this restroom has a 
standard-sized toilet so there are steps for the pre-school students.  This makes the restroom no longer accessible 
for a wheelchair-bound person, child or adult.  The only other accessible facilities are in the adult restrooms on the 
main floor.  There is no urinal separation.  Several of the restrooms have persistent odors.

Suitability - K-8->Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s)
There is no lounge or lunch room.  The work area is large enough for the copiers and some preparation.  There are 
faculty restrooms near the copy room and located on each floor.

Suitability - K-8->Cafeteria
The cafeteria is small for the enrollment XXXXXXXXX

Suitability - K-8->Clinic
The clinic is too small for the enrollment.  There is only one bed and no separation between the bed and the office.  
The restroom has only a toilet and is not accessible.  
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Norfolk
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 46
Region:

Rating

0025
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Heath K-8

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

K-8  7.00K-8

Suitability - K-8

     Site

 3.00 2.01  67.00          Traffic Fair
 1.00 0.67  67.00          Pedestrian Traffic Fair
 1.35 0.90  67.00          Parking Fair
 1.64 1.64  100.00          Play Courts & Fields Good

     Safety and Security

 1.22 0.82  67.00          Fencing Fair
 0.15 0.10  67.00          Signage & Way Finding Fair
 3.00 3.00  100.00          Ease of Supervision G/F
 0.50 0.50  100.00          Limited Entrances G/F
 0.50 0.00  0.00          Interior Circulation P/U

     School Climate

 5.00 0.00  0.00          Learning Style Variety P/U
 5.00 5.00  100.00          School Environment G/F
 1.00 1.00  100.00          Landscaping G/F

     General Classrooms

 12.95 4.27  33.00          Size Poor
 2.78 2.78  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 2.78 0.92  33.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. Poor

     Remedial - Special Needs

 3.17 1.59  50.00          Size Fair
 0.68 0.68  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.68 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Library

 2.43 1.22  50.00          Size Fair
 0.52 0.52  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.52 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     P.E.

 8.40 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 1.80 1.80  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 1.80 1.80  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Music

 2.64 2.64  100.00          Size Good
 0.57 0.57  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.57 0.57  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Art
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Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

K-8  7.00K-8

 1.53 1.53  100.00          Size Good
 0.33 0.33  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.33 0.33  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Performing Arts\Auditorium

 1.64 1.10  67.00          Size Fair
 0.35 0.24  67.00          Adjacencies Fair
 0.35 0.18  50.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. Fair

     Vocational Technical

 0.00 0.00  0.00          Size (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. (N/A)

     Science

 2.70 2.70  100.00          Size Good
 0.58 0.29  50.00          Adjacencies Fair
 0.58 0.58  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Kindergarten

 1.18 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.25 0.25  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.25 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Administration

 1.59 0.79  50.00          Size Fair
 0.34 0.34  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.34 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U
 0.91 0.00  0.00P/U     Restrooms (Student)

 0.91 0.91  100.00Good     Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s)

 5.00 1.65  33.00Poor     Cafeteria

 7.84 7.84  100.00Good     Food Prep

 0.41 0.41  100.00Good     Counseling

 0.34 0.34  100.00G/F     Clinic

 0.50 0.50  100.00G/F     Custodial & Maintenance

 93.88 55.28  58.88Total For Site:

Comments

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Traffic
There is a bus loop used morning and afternoon that has crossing guard supervision.  Parents are not supposed to 
use this area.  The parents typically stop on the street or in the parking lot to drop off students.  There is no 
supervision of students in these areas.  Many students walk and cross the road and the parking lot with no 
supervision.

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Pedestrian Traffic
Many students walk and have to cross the road and the parking lot. 

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Parking
There is not sufficient parking off street for the staff and visitors.  There are no designated visitor parking areas.
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Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Fencing
There is perimeter fencing around the large play field.  There is not fencing separating the parking lot and students 
cross from the field through the parking.  There is no fencing around the K play area, either around the equipment 
area or at the bottom of the hill.

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Signage & Way Finding
All the CR have number labels.  Some spaces are labeled with function signs.  There are no way-finding signs within 
the building.  The exterior signage designates the bus loop, but does not direct visitors to parking or the office.

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Interior Circulation
The upper floor hallway is very narrow, especially at the 7/8th grade end.  The multitude of interior double doors 
cause traffic jams.  The doors are heavy, awkward, and loud.

Suitability - K-8->School Climate-->Learning Style Variety
There are o places designed for flexible learning areas.  Staff make some use of the hallways for small groups, but 
the facility is not designed to support that.

Suitability - K-8->School Climate-->School Environment
Some rooms are in underground section with no natural light.  Some rooms are oddly shaped with space carved out 
for other purposes.

Suitability - K-8->General Classrooms-->Size
Most of the classrooms do not meet the size standard.  

Suitability - K-8->General Classrooms-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
Some classrooms have no fixed cabinetry, sink, or student storage.  The amount of cabinetry varies between rooms.  
Most rooms have appropriate technology.

Suitability - K-8->Remedial - Special Needs-->Size
There are 2 resource rooms.  One is very small.  The other is a full-sized classroom that is shared with 3 teachers.  
Other specialists are in the underground section.  They have spaces that must be accessed through other rooms, 
have difficult ventilation and humidity problems, and have little or no fixed casework or storage.

Suitability - K-8->Remedial - Special Needs-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
Most of the specialized rooms lack fixed cabinets, sinks, or storage.

Suitability - K-8->Library-->Size
The library does not meet the size standard.  There is an office and circulation area.  

Suitability - K-8->Library-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is limited storage space for the library.

Suitability - K-8->P.E.-->Size
The gym does not meet the size standard.  There is no auxiliary space.  There are no locker rooms.

Suitability - K-8->Performing Arts\Auditorium-->Size
The performing arts area can seat 230 +/-.  There is a stage, but no dressing rooms,.  

Suitability - K-8->Performing Arts\Auditorium-->Adjacencies
The auditorium is connected to the cafeteria and is accessible for public performances.  The stage access is through 
the kitchen, past the custodial cleaning area with no separation from the kitchen and a back door.

Suitability - K-8->Performing Arts\Auditorium-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is under-stage storage for risers.  There is no back-stage storage.

Suitability - K-8->Vocational Technical
There are no vocational programs at this school.
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Suitability - K-8->Science-->Adjacencies
The science room is located in the main building, somewhat distant from the 7/8 grade rooms.  It is adjacent to the 
music room and gym.  Those noisy areas are not as much of a problem as the acoustics of the room itself.  The very 
high ceilings make classroom discussions difficult.

Suitability - K-8->Kindergarten-->Size
The K rooms do not meet the size standard.  There are 3 rooms.  Two have a shared restroom between them.  

Suitability - K-8->Kindergarten-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
Two of the K rooms have a space carved out for cubbies and storage.  This decreases the size of the room, but 
provides space for student belongings.  The restrooms are not appropriately sized.  There is little fixed cabinetry in 
one room.

Suitability - K-8->Administration-->Size
The administrative offices are small.  The reception area for parents is small.  The office work area is small, given 
the equipment located there.

Suitability - K-8->Administration-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is limited storage in the office area.  The storage room is located in the other building.  The work area is very 
crowded because of the copier.

Suitability - K-8->Restrooms (Student)
Most of the bathrooms have persistent odors.  The fixtures are not sized correctly.  Handicapped access is available 
in the rooms labeled for faculty.  There is not urinal separation.

Suitability - K-8->Cafeteria
The cafeteria is small.  The school holds 5 lunch periods to provide sufficient space.  There is no table/chair storage 
area.  The circulation and routing through the server is crowded.

Suitability - K-8->Clinic
The clinic is located near the office, has a restroom but has limited privacy, given its layout and location.
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Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Lawrence K-8

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

K-8  6.00K-8

Suitability - K-8

     Site

 3.00 2.01  67.00          Traffic Fair
 1.00 0.67  67.00          Pedestrian Traffic Fair
 1.35 0.45  33.00          Parking Poor
 1.64 1.64  100.00          Play Courts & Fields Good

     Safety and Security

 1.22 1.22  100.00          Fencing Good
 0.15 0.15  100.00          Signage & Way Finding Good
 3.00 0.00  0.00          Ease of Supervision P/U
 0.50 0.50  100.00          Limited Entrances G/F
 0.50 0.50  100.00          Interior Circulation G/F

     School Climate

 5.00 5.00  100.00          Learning Style Variety G/F
 5.00 5.00  100.00          School Environment G/F
 1.00 1.00  100.00          Landscaping G/F

     General Classrooms

 12.95 8.68  67.00          Size Fair
 2.78 2.78  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 2.78 2.78  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. Good

     Remedial - Special Needs

 3.17 3.17  100.00          Size Good
 0.68 0.68  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.68 0.68  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Library

 2.43 2.43  100.00          Size Good
 0.52 0.52  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.52 0.52  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     P.E.

 8.40 4.20  50.00          Size Fair
 1.80 1.80  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 1.80 1.80  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Music

 2.64 2.64  100.00          Size Good
 0.57 0.57  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.57 0.57  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Art
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Grade Config:

K-8  6.00K-8

 1.53 1.53  100.00          Size Good
 0.33 0.33  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.33 0.33  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Performing Arts\Auditorium

 1.64 1.64  100.00          Size Good
 0.35 0.35  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 0.35 0.35  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. Good

     Vocational Technical

 0.00 0.00  0.00          Size (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. (N/A)

     Science

 2.70 2.70  100.00          Size Good
 0.58 0.58  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 0.58 0.58  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Kindergarten

 1.18 1.18  100.00          Size Good
 0.25 0.25  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.25 0.25  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Administration

 1.59 0.79  50.00          Size Fair
 0.34 0.34  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.34 0.34  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F
 0.91 0.91  100.00Good     Restrooms (Student)

 0.91 0.91  100.00Good     Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s)

 5.00 3.35  67.00Fair     Cafeteria

 7.84 7.84  100.00Good     Food Prep

 0.41 0.41  100.00Good     Counseling

 0.34 0.34  100.00G/F     Clinic

 0.50 0.50  100.00G/F     Custodial & Maintenance

 93.88 77.73  82.80Total For Site:

Comments

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Traffic
There is no separation between walkers and buses.  Buses load and unload on the street.  There are lots of walkers.

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Pedestrian Traffic
There are lots of pedestrians coming to the school.  The school is on a very busy street.  

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Parking
There is not enough staff or visitor parking.  Most staff park on the street.  The marked handicapped parking is in the 
rear, but the door is locked.  Access can also be gained through the front door.

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Ease of Supervision
The building has many floors and different hallways.  There are multiple staircases and hiding places.  

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Interior Circulation
The hallway on the 3rd floor is very narrow with a double-loaded corridor and lockers on each side.  

Page 2 of 39/29/2008  8:48:52AM



Project:
Site:

Suitability

Possible 

Score

Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0030
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Lawrence K-8

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

K-8  6.00K-8

Suitability - K-8->General Classrooms-->Size
Most classrooms are close to the size standard.

Suitability - K-8->P.E.-->Size
The main gym does not meet the size standard.  There are locker rooms available for use.  The small gym is 
available and used by CR teachers as well as the PE teacher.

Suitability - K-8->Art-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
The art room does not have a clay trap.  The kiln is vented and in a separate room.

Suitability - K-8->Vocational Technical
There are no vocational programs at this school.

Suitability - K-8->Science-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
The room is currently furnished with desks.  Lab tables are on order.  The gas shut off for part of the room is located 
in a cabinet under one of the valves.  

Suitability - K-8->Administration-->Size
The front office and reception area are small for a school of this size.  There is limited storage and reception area.

Suitability - K-8->Administration-->Adjacencies
The office is located in the right place, but has limited sight line and neither active nor passive supervision of the 
front door.  A camera has been installed, but is not operational.

Suitability - K-8->Cafeteria
The cafeteria is small for the school.  They serve 4 lunch periods.  
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Suitability - K-8

     Site

 3.00 2.01  67.00          Traffic Fair
 1.00 0.67  67.00          Pedestrian Traffic Fair
 1.35 0.90  67.00          Parking Fair
 1.64 1.10  67.00          Play Courts & Fields Fair

     Safety and Security

 1.22 1.22  100.00          Fencing Good
 0.15 0.05  33.00          Signage & Way Finding Poor
 3.00 0.00  0.00          Ease of Supervision P/U
 0.50 0.50  100.00          Limited Entrances G/F
 0.50 0.50  100.00          Interior Circulation G/F

     School Climate

 5.00 5.00  100.00          Learning Style Variety G/F
 5.00 5.00  100.00          School Environment G/F
 1.00 1.00  100.00          Landscaping G/F

     General Classrooms

 12.95 8.68  67.00          Size Fair
 2.78 2.78  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 2.78 2.78  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. Good

     Remedial - Special Needs

 3.17 1.59  50.00          Size Fair
 0.68 0.68  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.68 0.68  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Library

 2.43 2.43  100.00          Size Good
 0.52 0.52  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.52 0.52  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     P.E.

 8.40 4.20  50.00          Size Fair
 1.80 1.80  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 1.80 1.80  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Music

 2.64 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.57 0.57  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.57 0.57  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Art
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 1.53 1.53  100.00          Size Good
 0.33 0.33  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.33 0.33  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Performing Arts\Auditorium

 1.64 1.10  67.00          Size Fair
 0.35 0.35  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 0.35 0.35  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. Good

     Vocational Technical

 0.00 0.00  0.00          Size (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. (N/A)

     Science

 2.70 2.70  100.00          Size Good
 0.58 0.58  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 0.58 0.58  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Kindergarten

 1.18 0.59  50.00          Size Fair
 0.25 0.25  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.25 0.25  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Administration

 1.59 0.79  50.00          Size Fair
 0.34 0.34  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.34 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U
 0.91 0.91  100.00Good     Restrooms (Student)

 0.91 0.91  100.00Good     Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s)

 5.00 3.35  67.00Fair     Cafeteria

 7.84 7.84  100.00Good     Food Prep

 0.41 0.20  50.00Fair     Counseling

 0.34 0.00  0.00P/U     Clinic

 0.50 0.50  100.00G/F     Custodial & Maintenance

 93.88 71.31  75.96Total For Site:

Comments

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Traffic
The front entrance has a circle drive that is large enough for one car parked at the curb and traffic driving through.  
The circle is used for parent drop off and van/bus drop off.  It is very congested.  There is no separation.  

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Pedestrian Traffic
There is no separation between cars and walkers.

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Parking
There is not sufficient parking for staff and visitors.  Event parking extends into the neighborhood.

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Play Courts & Fields
The play area is small for the size of the school.  There are no designated play areas for organized play - baseball, 
soccer, etc.  There is one blacktop area for basketball.  K students have their own play area.
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Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Signage & Way Finding
The school has few or no signs directing the public to various spaces.  The rooms are all numbered and in Braille, 
but there are no way-finding signs.

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Ease of Supervision
The school has many floors and various areas with little visibility.  Staff do not report supervision being a problem, 
but there are many hiding areas.

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Interior Circulation
The access stairway to the upper floors of the elementary wing are very crowded when school is starting.  

Suitability - K-8->School Climate-->School Environment
There are several classrooms on the 3rd floor with skylights with no shading.  Those rooms get very hot on sunny, 
warm days.  The stairway leading to the upper floors has skylights and gets excessively hot.

Suitability - K-8->General Classrooms-->Size
Most of the classrooms meet the size standards. 

Suitability - K-8->Remedial - Special Needs-->Size
Some of the special education spaces, (i.e., resource support for grades 5/6) are in rooms that do not meet the size 
standard.  Some of the therapy and specialist spaces are very small and are shared with other programs.

Suitability - K-8->P.E.-->Size
The main gym does not meet the size standard.  There is a multi-purpose room that is also used for primary PE that 
is small.  The PE office is adequate as are the locker rooms. Staff report that there is no use of the locker rooms.

Suitability - K-8->P.E.-->Adjacencies
The gym is located in an appropriate location.  The extra multipurpose room is located next to the music room and it  
is difficult to manage both PE and music at the same time.

Suitability - K-8->Music-->Size
The music room is small for the program

Suitability - K-8->Art-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is no clay trap.  The kiln is located in a storage room and is vented.  

Suitability - K-8->Performing Arts\Auditorium-->Size
The school does not have sufficient seating for the whole school.  The auditorium is shared with the PALS program.  
There are no dressing rooms, storage, etc.  There is a sound booth.

Suitability - K-8->Vocational Technical
There is no vocational-technical program at the school.  The room in the basement is being used for Extended Day

Suitability - K-8->Kindergarten-->Size
One kindergarten room is in a general ed classroom that is located away from the others and does not have direct 
access to the play area or the shared storage spaces.

Suitability - K-8->Administration-->Size
The main office seems cramped for a school of this size.  There is no separate work room for copiers or production.  
The space seems awkward for visitors and for access to the clinic.

Suitability - K-8->Administration-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
The office does not seem to have sufficient space for storage of supplies.  

Suitability - K-8->Cafeteria
The cafeteria is small for the size of the school, requiring 4 lunch periods.  The serving area is congested.  All 
equipment works.
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Suitability - K-8->Counseling
Some of the space for counseling is separate from the administration area and has limited reception area or space 
for groups.

Suitability - K-8->Clinic
The clinic has a separate access door near it, but most students go through main office.  There are 2 beds with no 
separation.  The restroom is accessible.  The space seems awkward.
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Suitability - K-8

     Site

 3.00 2.01  67.00          Traffic Fair
 1.00 1.00  100.00          Pedestrian Traffic Good
 1.35 0.90  67.00          Parking Fair
 1.64 1.10  67.00          Play Courts & Fields Fair

     Safety and Security

 1.22 0.82  67.00          Fencing Fair
 0.15 0.05  33.00          Signage & Way Finding Poor
 3.00 0.00  0.00          Ease of Supervision P/U
 0.50 0.00  0.00          Limited Entrances P/U
 0.50 0.00  0.00          Interior Circulation P/U

     School Climate

 5.00 5.00  100.00          Learning Style Variety G/F
 5.00 0.00  0.00          School Environment P/U
 1.00 1.00  100.00          Landscaping G/F

     General Classrooms

 12.95 4.27  33.00          Size Poor
 2.78 1.86  67.00          Adjacencies Fair
 2.78 0.92  33.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. Poor

     Remedial - Special Needs

 3.17 3.17  100.00          Size Good
 0.68 0.68  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.68 0.68  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Library

 2.43 2.43  100.00          Size Good
 0.52 0.52  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.52 0.52  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     P.E.

 8.40 4.20  50.00          Size Fair
 1.80 1.80  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 1.80 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Music

 2.64 1.32  50.00          Size Fair
 0.57 0.57  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.57 0.57  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Art
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 1.53 1.53  100.00          Size Good
 0.33 0.33  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.33 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Performing Arts\Auditorium

 1.64 0.54  33.00          Size Poor
 0.35 0.35  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 0.35 0.35  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. Good

     Vocational Technical

 4.29 1.41  33.00          Size Poor
 0.92 0.92  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 0.92 0.92  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Science

 2.70 2.70  100.00          Size Good
 0.58 0.58  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 0.58 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Kindergarten

 1.18 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.25 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies P/U
 0.25 0.25  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Administration

 1.59 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.34 0.34  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.34 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U
 0.91 0.45  50.00Fair     Restrooms (Student)

 0.91 0.91  100.00Good     Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s)

 5.00 3.35  67.00Fair     Cafeteria

 7.84 7.84  100.00Good     Food Prep

 0.41 0.41  100.00Good     Counseling

 0.34 0.00  0.00P/U     Clinic

 0.50 0.50  100.00G/F     Custodial & Maintenance

 100.00 59.07  59.07Total For Site:

Comments

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Traffic
There are 3 buses that service the school.  They stop on the street.  The parents are asked to unload in the rear of 
the school, but routinely pull into turnaround, blocking faculty parking.

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Parking
There is not sufficient underground parking for all staff.  Parents and visitors fill staff spaces and nearby residents 
use the lot also.  Parents discharge students in the entrance.

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Play Courts & Fields
The K play area is not large enough for all K students and has no grass area.  The playfields are separated from the 
school and must be accessed with a sky bridge.  The bridge is an open walkway that is available from street level 
with no security.  The playfields are open to the community and adjacent to a walkway used by residents.

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Fencing
The K play area is unfenced.
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Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Signage & Way Finding
There are small signs, some permanent and some temporary, some accurate and some remaining from previous 
years.  These provide limited way-finding.  There are no large directional signs or maps of the campus.  The historic 
building has room numbers only.

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Ease of Supervision
The facility is very complex with multiple stairs, balconies, hallways, etc. It is designed to have spaces of  various 
size.   It is very difficult to supervise.  K - 6 students are typically in view of the teacher.  Students in grades 7-8 move 
between spaces and between buildings.  

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Limited Entrances
There are two separate buildings.  Each building has multiple doors.  The main building office is located adjacent to 
the main door and good sight line to the door, but there is no passive or active supervision.  The door to the sky 
bridge has a security key swipe pad but was open.  

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Interior Circulation
The school was designed with some small spaces.  Hallways are not wide and there are multiple turns as well as 
storage of furniture or equipment in the hallways.  There are many circular staircases.

Suitability - K-8->School Climate-->School Environment
The facility has many inviting areas, but some have noisy air handling, are not acoustically appropriate, or have 
lighting that is dim.  Some areas that were designed for other purposes are now used as general classrooms.  

Suitability - K-8->General Classrooms-->Size
Nearly all classrooms do not meet the size standard.  In the main building in the open area, space can be arranged 
to meet the size standard, but that may impinge on the area for movement between spaces or access to restrooms.  

Suitability - K-8->General Classrooms-->Adjacencies
The open area houses most of the general classrooms.  However, there are classes located in the wing that houses 
the cafeteria, etc.  There are also classes in the historic building that is separated from the school by an uncovered 
walkway that passes a commercial business.

Suitability - K-8->General Classrooms-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
The CR in the open area have a storage room that is surrounded by student coat areas/cubbies.  Most have one 
wall of bookcases, but there is limited casework in the CR.  There are no large storage rooms available for 
equipment or furniture.

Suitability - K-8->Remedial - Special Needs-->Adjacencies
Some of the special education spaces are in areas not designed for that purpose - ends of hallways, etc.  Those 
spaces are not acoustically appropriate and have lighting or noise issues.

Suitability - K-8->Remedial - Special Needs-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
Some of the special education spaces have sufficient space and furnishings.  Other rooms are in difficult areas with 
little casework.

Suitability - K-8->P.E.-->Size
The gym does not meet the size standard for an elementary school.  There is no PE office.  There is in-gym storage.  

Suitability - K-8->P.E.-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
The storage spaces in the gym do not provide space for the large gymnastics equipment that is currently stored in 
the hallways..

Suitability - K-8->Music-->Size
One music room is large enough.  The other room is small.
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Suitability - K-8->Art-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is limited in-room storage space for projects.  There is no clay trap on the sink.  The kiln is located in a corner 
of the room with no separate venting.

Suitability - K-8->Performing Arts\Auditorium-->Size
There are several performing spaces in the school.  The auditorium does not house all the students.  It has a 
catwalk with lighting, curtains and a sound system.  There are no dressing rooms or green room.  The outdoor 
amphitheater does house all the students.  There are also small spaces used for classroom performances - the pit, 
etc.

Suitability - K-8->Vocational Technical-->Size
There is  two classrooms for vocational programming.  One is unassigned and available for use by any class.  It has 
a kitchen area, but is not used for that purpose.  The other has equipment for wood shop - saws, etc., but is used as 
an art room.  The equipment is old and not used.

Suitability - K-8->Science-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is limited storage space for science.  There is safety equipment, but the casing for the emergency gas shutoff 
is missing or damaged.

Suitability - K-8->Kindergarten-->Size
The K spaces do not meet the size standards.

Suitability - K-8->Kindergarten-->Adjacencies
The K classes are located in the historic building, all adjacent to each other, but not to any other primary classrooms.  
They have a small play area, but are not located near the playfields.  Three of the rooms have restrooms.

Suitability - K-8->Administration-->Size
The administration offices are very small for the size of school.  There is no space for visitors except in the hallway.

Suitability - K-8->Administration-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is limited storage located in the office.  There is storage under the ramp but no space in the office itself.  
There is limited casework in the office.

Suitability - K-8->Restrooms (Student)
There were ventilating fans in all restrooms, but several still had odor problems.  Some restrooms are not 
accessible.

Suitability - K-8->Cafeteria
The school has 5 lunch periods to accommodate all the students.  There is an additional space for eating that is 
used for furniture storage.

Suitability - K-8->Clinic
The clinic is located adjacent to the office.  There are 3 cots with separation.  There is a restroom.  It is not 
accessible.  There is no fixed casework.
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Suitability - K-8

     Site

 3.00 0.99  33.00          Traffic Poor
 1.00 0.67  67.00          Pedestrian Traffic Fair
 1.35 0.45  33.00          Parking Poor
 1.64 1.10  67.00          Play Courts & Fields Fair

     Safety and Security

 1.22 1.22  100.00          Fencing Good
 0.15 0.05  33.00          Signage & Way Finding Poor
 3.00 3.00  100.00          Ease of Supervision G/F
 0.50 0.50  100.00          Limited Entrances G/F
 0.50 0.00  0.00          Interior Circulation P/U

     School Climate

 5.00 0.00  0.00          Learning Style Variety P/U
 5.00 0.00  0.00          School Environment P/U
 1.00 1.00  100.00          Landscaping G/F

     General Classrooms

 12.95 0.00  0.00          Size Unsat
 2.78 1.86  67.00          Adjacencies Fair
 2.78 1.86  67.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. Fair

     Remedial - Special Needs

 3.17 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.68 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies P/U
 0.68 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Library

 2.43 1.22  50.00          Size Fair
 0.52 0.52  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.52 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     P.E.

 8.40 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 1.80 1.80  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 1.80 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Music

 2.64 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.57 0.57  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.57 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Art
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 1.53 0.77  50.00          Size Fair
 0.33 0.33  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.33 0.33  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Performing Arts\Auditorium

 1.64 0.00  0.00          Size Unsat
 0.35 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies Unsat
 0.35 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Vocational Technical

 0.00 0.00  0.00          Size (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. (N/A)

     Science

 2.70 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.58 0.58  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 0.58 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Kindergarten

 1.18 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.25 0.25  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.25 0.25  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Administration

 1.59 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.34 0.34  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.34 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U
 0.91 0.00  0.00P/U     Restrooms (Student)

 0.91 0.00  0.00P/U     Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s)

 5.00 0.00  0.00Unsat     Cafeteria

 7.84 7.84  100.00Good     Food Prep

 0.41 0.00  0.00P/U     Counseling

 0.34 0.00  0.00P/U     Clinic

 0.50 0.00  0.00P/U     Custodial & Maintenance

 93.88 27.48  29.28Total For Site:

Comments

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Traffic
Traffic at the school is very congested.  The front entrance is on a narrow city street, so parents stop and drop off 
children on the street.

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Pedestrian Traffic
Most students walk to school and enter through doors on either side.  

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Parking
There is one parking lot at the rear of the school.  The handicapped spaces are located here.  There is no entrance 
to the school on this side the building, except before and after school.

Suitability - K-8->Site-->Play Courts & Fields
The play areas are located diagonally opposite away from the cafeteria, requiring all students to cross the entire 
campus to go outside at lunch time.  
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Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Signage & Way Finding
The school has few interior signs and no way-finding signage.  Most rooms are numbered, but there is no map 
showing where those numbers are located.  Some are labeled for usage, but not always accurately.  The exterior 
signage directs visitors check in at the office, but does not show them where the office is located.  The handicapped 
signs direct people to an accessible door, but the door is locked and not monitored from the office or opened, except 
before and after school.

Suitability - K-8->Safety and Security-->Interior Circulation
Hallways, especially on the upper floor, are narrow.  The upper floor has lockers on one side, increasing the 
congestion.  Stairways are narrow.

Suitability - K-8->School Climate-->Learning Style Variety
The school is designed with double-loaded hallways and no extra, unassigned or flexible spaces.  The current 
enrollment of the school means that every space is used for instruction.

Suitability - K-8->School Climate-->School Environment
The sound quality in many of the newly-created spaces is difficult. The air circulation is also difficult.    

Suitability - K-8->General Classrooms-->Size
Only 6 of the general CR meet the size standards.  Most are 810 sf.

Suitability - K-8->General Classrooms-->Adjacencies
With the current enrollment, there are general education classrooms in spaces not designed for that purpose.  They 
are not located adjacent to the other rooms or support services.

Suitability - K-8->General Classrooms-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
The newly-created classrooms do not have fixed casework or storage in the room.  

Suitability - K-8->Remedial - Special Needs-->Size
With the current enrollment, several of the special education spaces are not large enough for the groups using them.  
Some specialists are in storage rooms or modified closets.

Suitability - K-8->Remedial - Special Needs-->Adjacencies
Specialists are not located near students.

Suitability - K-8->Remedial - Special Needs-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
Some specialists have no storage or fixed cabinetry.  

Suitability - K-8->Library-->Size
The library does not meet the size standards for the enrollment of the school.  There is an office, but limited storage 
space.

Suitability - K-8->Library-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is limited storage in the library.

Suitability - K-8->P.E.-->Size
There is one gym.  It does not meet the size standard.  There is no locker room for either gender.  The locker rooms 
have been converted into instructional spaces for extended day and music.  There is a PE teacher room.  

Suitability - K-8->P.E.-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is not storage space for large equipment.

Suitability - K-8->Music-->Size
The music program is in the old shower area.  The space is very small.  There is a small office.

Suitability - K-8->Music-->Adjacencies
The music room is located near the gym where all programs are currently being held.  

Suitability - K-8->Music-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is no fixed storage in the room, except for two old PE lockers.
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Suitability - K-8->Art-->Size
The art room does not meet the size standard.  

Suitability - K-8->Art-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
The kiln is vented.  There is no clay trap on the sink.

Suitability - K-8->Performing Arts\Auditorium-->Size
The performing arts space has been converted to create 2 classrooms.  The gym is used for any performances.

Suitability - K-8->Performing Arts\Auditorium-->Adjacencies
There is no space available.

Suitability - K-8->Performing Arts\Auditorium-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is no facility at the moment.

Suitability - K-8->Vocational Technical
There is no vocational program.

Suitability - K-8->Science-->Size
The room does not meet the standards for science.  There is a room that could be used for storage, but it is used for 
office and other teaching.

Suitability - K-8->Science-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is insufficient storage space.  There is a separate room that holds the flammable cabinet, but no science 
equipment.  There is a shower, but no drain.  

Suitability - K-8->Kindergarten-->Size
The K rooms do not meet the size standard.

Suitability - K-8->Administration-->Size
The administrative suite is not large enough for the enrollment.  There is no conference room,.  There is limited 
seating area for visitors or parents.  The assistant principal's office must be accessed through the main office.

Suitability - K-8->Administration-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is a lack of storage and space for fixed cabinetry in the office area.

Suitability - K-8->Restrooms (Student)
The restrooms do not have adequate ventilation.  There is no urinal separation, there is not handicapped accessible 
facilities.  

Suitability - K-8->Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s)
There is not a teacher work room.  There is a space for the copier and a lunch room, but no work space.

Suitability - K-8->Cafeteria
The cafeteria does not meet the size standard.  The school operates 5 lunches, beginning at 10:30 AM.  There is no 
space for table/chair storage.

Suitability - K-8->Counseling
The counseling program operates in closets and the back of other spaces.  There is no waiting or reception area.

Suitability - K-8->Clinic
The clinic is small for the enrollment.  There is one bed.  The restroom is not accessible and does not have sufficient 
space.

Suitability - K-8->Custodial & Maintenance
There is limited space for custodial equipment and supplies.
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Suitability

Possible 

Score

Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0505
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Brookline HS

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

9-12  13.00High

Suitability - High School

     Site

 1.00 1.00  100.00          Traffic Good
 0.98 0.66  67.00          Pedestrian Traffic Fair
 2.11 0.70  33.00          Parking Poor
 2.77 2.77  100.00          Play Courts & Fields Good

     Safety and Security

 0.85 0.85  100.00          Fencing Good
 1.00 1.00  100.00          Signage & Way Finding Good
 4.00 0.00  0.00          Ease of Supervision P/U
 0.50 0.00  0.00          Limited Entrances P/U
 0.50 0.50  100.00          Interior Circulation G/F

     School Climate

 5.00 5.00  100.00          Learning Style Variety G/F
 5.00 5.00  100.00          School Environment G/F
 1.00 1.00  100.00          Landscaping G/F

     General Classrooms

 13.65 4.50  33.00          Size Poor
 2.93 2.93  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 2.93 2.93  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. Good

     Remedial - Special Needs

 2.91 2.91  100.00          Size Good
 0.62 0.62  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.62 0.62  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Library

 2.95 2.95  100.00          Size Good
 0.63 0.63  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.63 0.63  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     P.E.

 8.40 4.20  50.00          Size Fair
 1.80 1.80  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 1.80 1.80  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Music

 2.08 1.04  50.00          Size Fair
 0.45 0.45  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.45 0.45  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Art
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Project:
Site:

Suitability

Possible 

Score

Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0505
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Brookline HS

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

9-12  13.00High

 2.33 2.33  100.00          Size Good
 0.50 0.50  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.50 0.50  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Performing Arts\Auditorium

 1.12 1.12  100.00          Size Good
 0.24 0.24  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 0.24 0.24  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. Good

     Vocational Technical

 5.98 5.98  100.00          Size Good
 1.28 1.28  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 1.28 1.28  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Science

 2.90 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.62 0.62  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 0.62 0.62  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Administration

 1.83 1.83  100.00          Size Good
 0.39 0.39  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.39 0.39  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F
 0.91 0.91  100.00Good     Restrooms (Student)

 0.71 0.71  100.00Good     Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s)

 4.00 2.68  67.00Fair     Cafeteria

 5.11 5.11  100.00Good     Food Prep

 0.76 0.76  100.00Good     Counseling

 0.24 0.00  0.00P/U     Clinic

 0.50 0.50  100.00G/F     Custodial & Maintenance

 100.00 74.92  74.92Total For Site:

Comments

Suitability - High School->Site-->Traffic
Traffic is routed on one-way streets around the field in front of the school so it moves slowly.  The road in front of the 
school is closed during the school day.  There is only one bus.  Most students walk, ride the train or bikes.  There is 
no separation, but staff report that it is not needed.

Suitability - High School->Site-->Pedestrian Traffic
The campus is spread across three buildings.  There are many entrances/exits and students have to cross 2 town 
streets to reach the other buildings.

Suitability - High School->Site-->Parking
There is one parking lot, but most parking is on the street with identified spaces for school staff.

Suitability - High School->Site-->Play Courts & Fields
The grass field is town property, but available for school use during the day.  

Suitability - High School->Safety and Security-->Signage & Way Finding
The school signage was recently replaced.  Several signs are still needed or are being corrected.  
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Project:
Site:

Suitability

Possible 

Score

Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0505
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Brookline HS

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

9-12  13.00High

Suitability - High School->Safety and Security-->Ease of Supervision
The main building is a large square with double-loaded corridors on 4 floors.  The PE building has many hallways 
and 4 floors.  The unified arts building has many spaces and 4 floors.  Sight lines are not clear.  There are multiple 
hiding places.

Suitability - High School->Safety and Security-->Limited Entrances
There are more than 20 entrances.  Students move between three buildings, so most outside entrances are open 
and unlocked.  The main office does not have either active or passive supervision of the entrance.  The other two 
buildings have no main office and no supervision.

Suitability - High School->General Classrooms-->Size
Most of the general classrooms do not meet the size standard.

Suitability - High School->P.E.-->Size
The gym in the main building does not meet the size standard.

Suitability - High School->P.E.-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
The PE space does not have working showers in the girls locker room.  None of the hairdryers are operational.   

Suitability - High School->Music-->Size
The choir and band rooms do not meet the size standard.  

Suitability - High School->Art-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
The photo lab is located directly above the kiln room in the ceramics lab.  The photo sink causes problems for the 
wiring for the vents for the kiln, leaking water and chemicals on a frequent basis.  

Suitability - High School->Science-->Size
The science rooms do not typically meet the size standard for labs.  Several CR are set up as lecture rooms, but do 
not meet the size standard for general CR.

Suitability - High School->Cafeteria
The school is an open campus, providing 2 lunch periods.   The cafeteria is small for the school, seating only 
500/lunch. 

Suitability - High School->Clinic
The school houses a self-contained life skills CR.  Those students use the clinic if they need toileting or changing.  
This reduces the number of beds to 2.  
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Suitability Report - Full

Project:
Site:

Suitability

Possible 

Score

Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

00xx
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Baldwin Alternative Scho

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

9-12  3.00Alternative Education

Suitability - High School

     Site

 1.00 0.33  33.00          Traffic Poor
 0.98 0.66  67.00          Pedestrian Traffic Fair
 2.11 1.41  67.00          Parking Fair
 2.77 2.77  100.00          Play Courts & Fields Good

     Safety and Security

 0.85 0.85  100.00          Fencing Good
 1.00 0.00  0.00          Signage & Way Finding Unsat
 4.00 4.00  100.00          Ease of Supervision G/F
 0.50 0.50  100.00          Limited Entrances G/F
 0.50 0.50  100.00          Interior Circulation G/F

     School Climate

 5.00 0.00  0.00          Learning Style Variety P/U
 5.00 0.00  0.00          School Environment P/U
 1.00 1.00  100.00          Landscaping G/F

     General Classrooms

 13.65 4.50  33.00          Size Poor
 2.93 2.93  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 2.93 2.93  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. Good

     Remedial - Special Needs

 2.91 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.62 0.62  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.62 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Library

 2.95 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. (N/A)

     P.E.

 8.40 4.20  50.00          Size Fair
 1.80 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies P/U
 1.80 1.80  100.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. G/F

     Music

 0.00 0.00  0.00          Size (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. (N/A)

     Art
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Project:
Site:

Suitability

Possible 

Score

Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

00xx
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Baldwin Alternative Scho

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

9-12  3.00Alternative Education

 2.33 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.50 0.50  100.00          Adjacencies G/F
 0.50 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Performing Arts\Auditorium

 1.12 0.00  0.00          Size Unsat
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. (N/A)

     Vocational Technical

 0.00 0.00  0.00          Size (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies (N/A)
 0.00 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. (N/A)

     Science

 2.90 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.62 0.62  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 0.62 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Administration

 1.83 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.39 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies P/U
 0.39 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U
 0.91 0.46  50.00Fair     Restrooms (Student)

 0.71 0.00  0.00P/U     Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s)

 4.00 0.00  0.00Unsat     Cafeteria

 5.11 0.00  0.00Unsat     Food Prep

 0.76 0.00  0.00P/U     Counseling

 0.24 0.00  0.00P/U     Clinic

 0.50 0.50  100.00G/F     Custodial & Maintenance

 86.74 31.07  35.82Total For Site:

Comments

Suitability - High School->Site-->Traffic
There is no separation between delivery traffic and parents.   The front entrance to the school has no parking or 
unloading area for parents.

Suitability - High School->Site-->Pedestrian Traffic
Most HS students take public transportation to the school.  They enter the school using a road that also provides 
access for the day care on the first floor.

Suitability - High School->Site-->Parking
There is limited parking for parent drop off and pick up for the daycare facility.  There is adequate staff parking.

Suitability - High School->Safety and Security-->Signage & Way Finding
There are few signs to direct the public into the school.  There are no external signs, except over the front door, but 
the name of the school does not include the programs operating in it.  There are no signs directing the public to the 
appropriate entrance.  There is no internal way-finding signage.

Suitability - High School->School Climate-->Learning Style Variety
There are very limited spaces for the HS program.  The entire HS program is delivered in three CR.
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Suitability

Possible 

Score
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Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

00xx
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Baldwin Alternative Scho

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

9-12  3.00Alternative Education

Suitability - High School->School Climate-->School Environment
The school has very high ceilings and very small spaces for students with special needs.  Heating has been 
problematic.  

Suitability - High School->General Classrooms-->Size
Some of the CR do not meet size standards.  The program only enrolls 25 students, but often 10 students are in 
rooms of 350 +/- sf

Suitability - High School->Remedial - Special Needs
The entire facility is for students supported through special education.  However, there are not support spaces for 
students with an IEP - no conference room for meeting with students/parents or varied learning spaces to support 
different learning styles.

Suitability - High School->Remedial - Special Needs-->Size
There are limited spaces for individual or small group work.

Suitability - High School->Remedial - Special Needs-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is limited space to support student learning, including space for student storage and materials.

Suitability - High School->Library-->Size
There is no library or media collection at the school.

Suitability - High School->P.E.-->Size
PE is taught in the Sewell Gym building off site by a teacher shared with another school.  Students leave the building 
for PE.  There are no indoor  PE facilities at the school.  There is a large grass area for "break" or PE.  

Suitability - High School->P.E.-->Adjacencies
PE is off campus at a nearby gym.

Suitability - High School->Music
There is no music program provided.

Suitability - High School->Art-->Size
Art is taught in the science/math room.  The space has no art-specific equipment or storage.

Suitability - High School->Art-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There are no art-specific equipment or storage spaces.

Suitability - High School->Performing Arts\Auditorium-->Size
There is no large group space at the school.  No room is large enough for the entire student body.  There is no 
performing space.

Suitability - High School->Vocational Technical
There is no CTE program at this school.  Students who can handle the HS can attend courses there.  

Suitability - High School->Science-->Size
Science is taught in a small CR.  

Suitability - High School->Science-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
There is no water or lab facility.  There is a safety blanket and a locked flammable cabinet.  

Suitability - High School->Administration-->Size
The administration area has no waiting or reception area for parents or students.  

Suitability - High School->Administration-->Adjacencies
The office has an adjoining bathroom, but it is the bathroom for the faculty of the school and is located between the 
administration office and the SW office.

Suitability - High School->Administration-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
The office has limited storage in the room and very limited in the area.
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Norfolk
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 46
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Rating

00xx
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Baldwin Alternative Scho

Project #:

3404
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Grade Config:

9-12  3.00Alternative Education

Suitability - High School->Restrooms (Student)
There are new student restrooms that were recently built.  They have age appropriate fixtures.  They are not 
accessible and there is only one toilet for each gender.

Suitability - High School->Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s)
There is no faculty room. The work area is also the student lunch room.  The toilet is between two offices.  

Suitability - High School->Cafeteria
There is no cafeteria.  Food is delivered from another school.  There is no separate food serving space.

Suitability - High School->Food Prep
There is no food service area.  Food is delivered to the school.

Suitability - High School->Counseling
There is one office for the SW.  There are two "offices" in a classroom, but neither is sufficiently sound-proofed to 
allow confidential conversations.  There is no conference room for small group meetings.

Suitability - High School->Clinic
There is no clinic in the school.  Sick students are either sent home or taken in private car back to the HS.
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Suitability Report - Full

Project:
Site:

Suitability

Possible 

Score

Score

Percent

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0060
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Lynch Recreation Center

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

PK  4.00Pre-K Center

Suitability - Early Childhood

     Site

 2.00 1.34  67.00          Traffic Fair
 0.97 0.65  67.00          Pedestrian Traffic Fair
 0.81 0.54  67.00          Parking Fair
 2.34 1.57  67.00          Play Courts & Fields Fair

     Safety and Security

 0.75 0.50  67.00          Fencing Fair
 0.09 0.06  67.00          Signage & Way Finding Fair
 3.00 3.00  100.00          Ease of Supervision G/F
 0.50 0.50  100.00          Limited Entrances G/F
 0.50 0.00  0.00          Interior Circulation P/U

     School Climate

 4.12 0.00  0.00          Learning Style Variety P/U
 5.00 5.00  100.00          School Environment G/F
 1.00 1.00  100.00          Landscaping G/F

     General Classrooms

 34.21 0.00  0.00          Size Unsat
 7.33 7.33  100.00          Adjacencies Good
 7.33 4.91  67.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. Fair

     P.E. - Activity

 6.82 2.25  33.00          Size Poor
 1.46 0.73  50.00          Adjacencies Fair
 1.46 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U

     Administration

 3.20 0.00  0.00          Size P/U
 0.69 0.00  0.00          Adjacencies P/U
 0.69 0.00  0.00          Storage\Fixed Equip. P/U
 1.70 0.00  0.00P/U     Restrooms (Student)

 3.00 0.00  0.00P/U     Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s)

 3.00 0.00  0.00Unsat     Cafeteria

 0.00 0.00  0.00(N/A)     Food Prep

 0.00 0.00  0.00(N/A)     Counseling

 0.00 0.00  0.00(N/A)     Clinic

 0.50 0.50  100.00G/F     Custodial & Maintenance

 92.47 29.89  32.33Total For Site:
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Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0060
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Lynch Recreation Center

Project #:

3404

Site Type: Site Size:
Grade Config:

PK  4.00Pre-K Center

Comments

Suitability - Early Childhood->Site-->Traffic
the school is on a very busy street with limited off street parent drop-off area.  Buses/vans drop off in the staff and 
parent parking lot.

Suitability - Early Childhood->Site-->Pedestrian Traffic
There is significant pedestrian traffic and limited area for parents to come and go.  

Suitability - Early Childhood->Site-->Parking
There are more staff than there are parking spaces.  There is not sufficient off-site space for parents who bring their 
children to the site and collect them at the end of the session.

Suitability - Early Childhood->Site-->Play Courts & Fields
The play area is of sufficient size.  However, the space is not connected within a fence and the facilities are not 
appropriate for the student population.  The facilities are not age appropriate for pre school.  They are also not 
appropriate for students with disabilities.  

Suitability - Early Childhood->Safety and Security-->Fencing
This school provides support for students with autism and ASD.  There is not a continuous fence from the building to 
the play area.

Suitability - Early Childhood->Safety and Security-->Signage & Way Finding
This is a small facility, but the location of spaces is not clear from the signage.  The rooms are marginally labeled, 
but the facility as a whole is not defined.  

Suitability - Early Childhood->Safety and Security-->Interior Circulation
Each floor has 2 classroom areas.  The spaces between the CR areas is used for restrooms, specialists, etc.  There 
are few hallways, but those that exist are very narrow.  

Suitability - Early Childhood->School Climate-->Learning Style Variety
The building is designed with CR and hallways.  There are no designed spaces for small group instruction, intake or 
for assessments.  .

Suitability - Early Childhood->General Classrooms-->Size
None of the CR spaces at this school meet size standards for a pre-school space.  

Suitability - Early Childhood->General Classrooms-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
Most of the CR have fixed cabinetry to support instruction, including sinks and cabinets.  

Suitability - Early Childhood->P.E. - Activity-->Size
The outdoor play area is large enough during the school year and good weather.  During the summer ESY program, 
there is not an areas where there are water-based activity spaces.  The building provides limited space for physical 
activity.

Suitability - Early Childhood->P.E. - Activity-->Adjacencies
The outdoor play area is large enough for the enrollment.  However, the fencing is not connected to the school, 
making it possible for students to escape from staff supervision.

Suitability - Early Childhood->P.E. - Activity-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
The space does not provide age-appropriate spaces and activities for the school population.  The space does not 
provide accessible facilities for the population.   

Suitability - Early Childhood->Administration-->Size
There is no dedicated administrative space for this school.  There is an office for a secretary on the first floor.  The 
space is marginal with no storage or The secretary provides supervision for the front door.  Other offices are located 
on the 3rd floor.

Suitability - Early Childhood->Administration-->Adjacencies
There is a very small space for reception located near the entrance.  There is no administrative area at this school.
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Suitability - Early Childhood->Administration-->Storage\Fixed Equip.
The secretarial space has limited ventilation and no heat.  

Suitability - Early Childhood->Restrooms (Student)
There are student restrooms on each floor but only some are handicapped accessible or appropriate for the 
students.  Some restrooms need to have changing area spaces.

Suitability - Early Childhood->Teacher Lounge and Work Room(s)
There is no adult lunch room   There are adult restrooms, but they are not accessible.

Suitability - Early Childhood->Cafeteria
There is no cafeteria in this school.  There is no food service available for students.  
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Technology Readiness Report - Full

Project:
Site:

Technology Readiness

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent 

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0005
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Baker K-8

Project #:

3404

Technology Readiness

 15.00 15.00  100.00     Comm/IT Equipment Environment Good
 10.00 0.00  0.00     Electrical Power Unsat
 10.00 10.00  100.00     Cooling Good
 10.00 10.00  100.00     Drops & Wireless Good
 15.00 15.00  100.00     LAN Connectivity Good
 10.00 10.00  100.00     WAN Backbone Good
 10.00 6.70  67.00     LAN-WAN Performance Fair
 5.00 5.00  100.00     Video Distribution Good
 5.00 5.00  100.00     Voice Distribution Good

 10.00 10.00  100.00     Faculty & Staff Technology Good

 100.00 86.70  86.70
Total For Site:

Comments

Technology Readiness->Electrical Power
Most of the CR have limited electrical service or it is located in difficult places.

Technology Readiness->LAN-WAN Performance
The server for the school was replaced and has not been reliable.
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Technology Readiness Report - Full

Project:
Site:

Technology Readiness

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent 

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0015
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Devotion K-8

Project #:

3404

Technology Readiness

 15.00 0.00  0.00     Comm/IT Equipment Environment Unsat
 10.00 0.00  0.00     Electrical Power Unsat
 10.00 0.00  0.00     Cooling Unsat
 10.00 3.30  33.00     Drops & Wireless Poor
 15.00 15.00  100.00     LAN Connectivity Good
 10.00 6.70  67.00     WAN Backbone Fair
 10.00 6.70  67.00     LAN-WAN Performance Fair
 5.00 5.00  100.00     Video Distribution Good
 5.00 5.00  100.00     Voice Distribution Good

 10.00 10.00  100.00     Faculty & Staff Technology Good

 100.00 51.70  51.70
Total For Site:

Comments

Technology Readiness->Comm/IT Equipment Environment
Equipment is located in various closets around the school.  The spaces were not designed for technology.

Technology Readiness->Electrical Power
Most instructional areas have electrical outlets that are either poorly located or do not work.  Other rooms do not 
have sufficient electrical outlets.

Technology Readiness->Cooling
There is no cooling for the servers in closets.  The one computer lab is very crowded and not sufficiently cooled.  

Technology Readiness->Drops & Wireless
The school is aiming for wireless, but some current drops do not work and the basement is described as "a dead 
zone."

Technology Readiness->LAN-WAN Performance
Some technology is not reliable.
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Technology Readiness Report - Full

Project:
Site:

Technology Readiness

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent 

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0020
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Driscoll K-8

Project #:

3404

Technology Readiness

 15.00 7.50  50.00     Comm/IT Equipment Environment Fair
 10.00 0.00  0.00     Electrical Power Unsat
 10.00 5.00  50.00     Cooling Fair
 10.00 3.30  33.00     Drops & Wireless Poor
 15.00 15.00  100.00     LAN Connectivity Good
 10.00 10.00  100.00     WAN Backbone Good
 10.00 10.00  100.00     LAN-WAN Performance Good
 5.00 0.00  0.00     Video Distribution Unsat
 5.00 5.00  100.00     Voice Distribution Good

 10.00 6.70  67.00     Faculty & Staff Technology Fair

 100.00 62.50  62.50
Total For Site:

Comments

Technology Readiness->Comm/IT Equipment Environment
Some of the servers are in closets that are not designed and not AC.

Technology Readiness->Electrical Power
Many classrooms and the library do not have sufficient electrical outlets for the program.

Technology Readiness->Cooling
Only the computer lab and office have AC.  The CR have none.

Technology Readiness->Drops & Wireless
Some CR have only 1 computer drop and working computer.  All classrooms are wired for ceiling-mounted 
projectors, but few have them mounted.  

Technology Readiness->Video Distribution
The CR do not have TV or cable.

Technology Readiness->Faculty & Staff Technology
Most teaching spaces have sufficient electricity, but it is not always in the places needed within the rooms.  
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Technology Readiness Report - Full

Project:
Site:

Technology Readiness

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent 

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0025
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Heath K-8

Project #:

3404

Technology Readiness

 15.00 7.50  50.00     Comm/IT Equipment Environment Fair
 10.00 10.00  100.00     Electrical Power Good
 10.00 10.00  100.00     Cooling Good
 10.00 10.00  100.00     Drops & Wireless Good
 15.00 15.00  100.00     LAN Connectivity Good
 10.00 10.00  100.00     WAN Backbone Good
 10.00 10.00  100.00     LAN-WAN Performance Good
 5.00 0.00  0.00     Video Distribution Unsat
 5.00 5.00  100.00     Voice Distribution Good

 10.00 10.00  100.00     Faculty & Staff Technology Good

 100.00 87.50  87.50
Total For Site:

Comments

Technology Readiness->Comm/IT Equipment Environment
The server is located in the corner of the computer lab.  The whole space has AC.  Other switching equipment is 
located in various closets that are filled with supplies or equipment.

Technology Readiness->Electrical Power
Some CR do not have enough electrical outlets for the program.
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Technology Readiness Report - Full

Project:
Site:

Technology Readiness

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent 

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0030
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Lawrence K-8

Project #:

3404

Technology Readiness

 15.00 0.00  0.00     Comm/IT Equipment Environment Unsat
 10.00 10.00  100.00     Electrical Power Good
 10.00 0.00  0.00     Cooling Unsat
 10.00 10.00  100.00     Drops & Wireless Good
 15.00 15.00  100.00     LAN Connectivity Good
 10.00 10.00  100.00     WAN Backbone Good
 10.00 10.00  100.00     LAN-WAN Performance Good
 5.00 5.00  100.00     Video Distribution Good
 5.00 5.00  100.00     Voice Distribution Good

 10.00 10.00  100.00     Faculty & Staff Technology Good

 100.00 75.00  75.00
Total For Site:

Comments

Technology Readiness->Comm/IT Equipment Environment
It equipment is housed in areas not designed for same.  There is limited cooling.

Technology Readiness->Cooling
Limited cooling.
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Technology Readiness Report - Full

Project:
Site:

Technology Readiness

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent 

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0035
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 New Lincoln K-8

Project #:

3404

Technology Readiness

 15.00 0.00  0.00     Comm/IT Equipment Environment Unsat
 10.00 0.00  0.00     Electrical Power Unsat
 10.00 0.00  0.00     Cooling Unsat
 10.00 10.00  100.00     Drops & Wireless Good
 15.00 15.00  100.00     LAN Connectivity Good
 10.00 10.00  100.00     WAN Backbone Good
 10.00 10.00  100.00     LAN-WAN Performance Good
 5.00 5.00  100.00     Video Distribution Good
 5.00 5.00  100.00     Voice Distribution Good

 10.00 10.00  100.00     Faculty & Staff Technology Good

 100.00 65.00  65.00
Total For Site:

Comments

Technology Readiness->Comm/IT Equipment Environment
Servers are located in 3 places in the building.  None were designed for that purpose.

Technology Readiness->Electrical Power
Most rooms do not have sufficient number of outlets.

Technology Readiness->Cooling
The computer lab is cooled.  The server areas are not.  
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Technology Readiness Report - Full

Project:
Site:

Technology Readiness

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent 

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0040
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Pierce K-8

Project #:

3404

Technology Readiness

 15.00 7.50  50.00     Comm/IT Equipment Environment Fair
 10.00 0.00  0.00     Electrical Power Unsat
 10.00 5.00  50.00     Cooling Fair
 10.00 10.00  100.00     Drops & Wireless Good
 15.00 15.00  100.00     LAN Connectivity Good
 10.00 6.70  67.00     WAN Backbone Fair
 10.00 0.00  0.00     LAN-WAN Performance Unsat
 5.00 0.00  0.00     Video Distribution Unsat
 5.00 5.00  100.00     Voice Distribution Good

 10.00 10.00  100.00     Faculty & Staff Technology Good

 100.00 59.20  59.20
Total For Site:

Comments

Technology Readiness->Comm/IT Equipment Environment
Some of the equipment is located in appropriate spaces.  

Technology Readiness->Electrical Power
Some rooms have sufficient electrical outlets.  In the open area, they are located in the floor or under central 
shelving units.  

Technology Readiness->Cooling
The computer lab is well conditioned.  The other spaces are not.

Technology Readiness->LAN-WAN Performance
Connectivity is problematic and undependable.

Technology Readiness->Video Distribution
Classrooms do not have TV.
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Technology Readiness Report - Full

Project:
Site:

Technology Readiness

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent 

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0045
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Runkle K-8

Project #:

3404

Technology Readiness

 15.00 0.00  0.00     Comm/IT Equipment Environment Unsat
 10.00 10.00  100.00     Electrical Power Good
 10.00 5.00  50.00     Cooling Fair
 10.00 10.00  100.00     Drops & Wireless Good
 15.00 15.00  100.00     LAN Connectivity Good
 10.00 10.00  100.00     WAN Backbone Good
 10.00 10.00  100.00     LAN-WAN Performance Good
 5.00 5.00  100.00     Video Distribution Good
 5.00 5.00  100.00     Voice Distribution Good

 10.00 10.00  100.00     Faculty & Staff Technology Good

 100.00 80.00  80.00
Total For Site:

Comments

Technology Readiness->Comm/IT Equipment Environment
IT equipment is located in  spaces not designed for same.  

Technology Readiness->Cooling
Some areas have cooling for the IT equipment.
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Technology Readiness Report - Full

Project:
Site:

Technology Readiness

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent 

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0505
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Brookline HS

Project #:

3404

Technology Readiness

 15.00 15.00  100.00     Comm/IT Equipment Environment Good
 10.00 10.00  100.00     Electrical Power Good
 10.00 5.00  50.00     Cooling Fair
 10.00 10.00  100.00     Drops & Wireless Good
 15.00 15.00  100.00     LAN Connectivity Good
 10.00 10.00  100.00     WAN Backbone Good
 10.00 10.00  100.00     LAN-WAN Performance Good
 5.00 5.00  100.00     Video Distribution Good
 5.00 5.00  100.00     Voice Distribution Good

 10.00 10.00  100.00     Faculty & Staff Technology Good

 100.00 95.00  95.00
Total For Site:

Comments

Technology Readiness->Comm/IT Equipment Environment
The IT equipment is in a separate room and there is a large AC unit in the outside space, but the IT space is not 
cooled.
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Technology Readiness Report - Full

Project:
Site:

Technology Readiness

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent 

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

00xx
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Baldwin Alternative School

Project #:

3404

Technology Readiness

 15.00 0.00  0.00     Comm/IT Equipment Environment Unsat
 10.00 0.00  0.00     Electrical Power Unsat
 10.00 0.00  0.00     Cooling Unsat
 10.00 6.70  67.00     Drops & Wireless Fair
 15.00 15.00  100.00     LAN Connectivity Good
 10.00 6.70  67.00     WAN Backbone Fair
 10.00 6.70  67.00     LAN-WAN Performance Fair
 5.00 0.00  0.00     Video Distribution Unsat
 5.00 2.50  50.00     Voice Distribution Fair

 10.00 10.00  100.00     Faculty & Staff Technology Good

 100.00 47.60  47.60
Total For Site:

Comments

Technology Readiness->Comm/IT Equipment Environment
The IT equipment is located in the basement in a corner of the boiler room.  There is no AC.

Technology Readiness->Electrical Power
Electrical service is limited in the CR, except the room that has multiple computers.

Technology Readiness->Cooling
There is no AC in the building.

Technology Readiness->Drops & Wireless
Most rooms have sufficient drops.  However, some of the drops are non-functioning.

Technology Readiness->LAN-WAN Performance
The computers are not 100% reliable.

Technology Readiness->Video Distribution
There is not cable access to the CR.

Technology Readiness->Voice Distribution
The CR have an intercom phone, but they are disconnected because of student issues.  One room has a telephone 
with an outside line.
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Technology Readiness Report - Full

Project:
Site:

Technology Readiness

Possible 

Score
Score

Percent 

Score

Norfolk
County:

 46
Region:

Rating

0060
Site #:

Brookline, MA 2008 Lynch Recreation Center

Project #:

3404

Technology Readiness

 0.00 0.00  0.00     Comm/IT Equipment Environment (N/A)
 10.00 5.00  50.00     Electrical Power Fair
 10.00 0.00  0.00     Cooling Unsat
 10.00 10.00  100.00     Drops & Wireless Good
 15.00 15.00  100.00     LAN Connectivity Good
 10.00 10.00  100.00     WAN Backbone Good
 10.00 10.00  100.00     LAN-WAN Performance Good
 5.00 0.00  0.00     Video Distribution Unsat
 5.00 5.00  100.00     Voice Distribution Good

 10.00 10.00  100.00     Faculty & Staff Technology Good

 85.00 65.00  76.47
Total For Site:

Comments

Technology Readiness->Electrical Power
Some of the instructional areas lack sufficient electrical outlets for the program.

Technology Readiness->Cooling
The IT equipment has no special cooling provided.

Technology Readiness->Video Distribution
Classrooms do not have TV access.

Page 1 of 19/29/2008  8:51:47AM



Olympia Office | 711 Capitol Way S., Suite 608 | Olympia, WA 98501 | 360‐866‐7303 phone | 360‐866‐7337 fax 




